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Let’s talk about 
YOUR dissidents — 
never mind mine! 


Nationalist CO 


on the month’s news 


Humbug in excelsis 


The gigantic Margaret Thatcher public 
relations industry was in its element during 
the few days that the Prime Minister was visit- 
ing the Soviet Union in March, carefully 
nurturing the image of the great international 
‘stateswoman’ in preparation for the coming 
general election in Britain — which of course 
was what the trip to Russia was all about. 

What, in all the eulogies following the 
‘Iron Lady’ on her course, was never said was 
that she broke one of the most basic rules of 
diplomatic etiquette in using her presence in a 
country to interfere in its internal politics and 
attack her hosts over a domestic issue which, 
whatever we may think about it, is not 
Britain’s concern. This was when the PM 
spoke of the imprisonment of the so-called 
Soviet ‘dissidents’ and said: ‘‘If a country 
persists in putting people in prison for their 
political and religious views that is something 
you must take into account when you gauge 
whether they are going to keep to agreements 
that you make on arms control...If you are 
going to deny your own people freedom of 
speech and worship you are a danger to other 
countries.”’ 

Apart from this being a classic non sequitur, 
it constitutes the grossest imaginable humbug 
— at least to anyone aware of what has been 
happening back home in Mrs. Thatcher’s own 
manor in the past few years. Last July the 
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require such alteration to be made. 
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Editor of this magazine, along with the Editor 


of our allied publication British Nationalist, 
was sent to jail for no other ‘crime’ than 
publishing material expressing certain polit- 
ical views, to be precise views about Britain’s 
multi-racial society. In addition to these two, 
numerous others in Britain have over the past 


, year or two become the victims of state 


prosecutions, and in some cases convictions 
and. jailings, for the same kind of activity. 
Now, not content with these violations of 
human freedom, the present government has 
introduced new legislation under which 
police will be empowered to enter and search 
premises, including private homes, for 
printed material not supportive of the current 


. State policy of enforced racial integration and, 


in the event of such material being worded in 
a way as to reflect unfavourably on certain 
races, prosecute those merely found in 
possession of it — irrespective of whether 
they have actually distributed it to the public 
or not! 


she represents. No publication loathes 
communism more than ours does, but we 
nevertheless maintain that interference in the 
internal affairs of another country, 
communist or otherwise, is not the proper 
prerogative of a British Prime Minister, and 
particularly one who has a big enough mess in 
her own back yard to be in no position .to 
deliver sermons to others about theirs. 

As we made clear at the beginning, Mrs. 
Thatcher was doing nothing but a cheap bit of 
electioneering — but not in quite the same 
sense as some of her Labour and Alliance 
critics allege. The great majority of the Soviet 
dissidents with whom the Prime Minister was 
So anxious to parade her solidarity are Jews. 
Mrs. Thatcher represents a constituency 
(Finchley) where 20 per-cent of the electorate 
is Jewish and which is practically owned and 
run by Jews. The highly favourable press she 
has always enjoyed in Britain, even at the 
times of her most glaring failures of govern- 
ment, is not unconnected with the fact that, 
right from the time she first forced her way 


*‘LET’S TALK ABOUT YOUR DISSIDENTS — NEVER MIND MINE’ 
Thatcher and Gorbachev in Moscow 


the government responsible for these laws 
and prosecutions who was recently to be 
heard lecturing the Russians on their violat- 
ions of ‘freedom of speech’! 

As we have indicated, it is against the rules 
of diplomatic decorum for any state guest in a 
country to deliver such lectures to their host, 
regardless of the rights or wrongs of the issue 
concerned, and a political leader who breaks 
this rule lowers the dignity of the nation he or 


into the political limelight, she has taken care 
to cultivate the goodwill of that mightily 
powerful community. She has indeed been 
described in that pillar of ‘liberal establish- 
ment’ journalism, The Guardian, as an 
‘‘honorary Jew’’ herself. As the same paper 
said, ‘“‘Twenty-five years courting of the 
synagogues has given the local MP an acute 
consciousness of where her interest lies...’’ 
Could it be therefore that when Mrs. 


_ Thatcher went to Russia in March she was 


doing so as the emissary, not of Great Britain 
or its government, but of British Jewry — the 
power that, more than any other, has oiled the 
wheels of her political bandwaggon and eased 
her path to the top? 


No wonder crime is getting 
out of hand! 


In our March issue we devoted a large part 
of this column to an examination of the 
impossible strains now being imposed on the 
police in Britain’s ‘inner city’ areas by the 
commandment not to offend ‘racial minority’ 
groups in the process of investigation and 
arrests. On the admission of recently retired 
Metropolitan Commissioner Sir Kenneth 
Newman, the turning of Britain from a 
comparatively homogeneous society into a 
multi-racial one has resulted in the introduct- 
ion of an entirely new set of rules for policing. 
Where arresting a suspected offender, or even 
stopping him for questioning, might lead to a 
riot, the rule is that such procedures must be 
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left to another time and/or place in circum- 
stances where the riot possibility is not 
present. In other words, where preserving the 
public peace comes into conflict with the 
enforcement of the law, the latter must take 
second place. As we commented, this must 
lead to an appalling lowering of the cost- 
effectiveness and efficiency of police 


COUCH 
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operations, since more police time and 
manpower must be allocated to them, and 
with a reduced chance of catching the culprit 
with the evidence required to convict him. 

What we did not mention, only because of 
limitations of space, was that in addition to 
this factor an enormous amount of police time 
and resources are now being diverted to train- 
ing and lectures in ‘race relations’, aimed at 
turning every constable on duty into a little 
Lord Scarman, ready to bend over so far 
backwards to appease the coloured immigrant 
element that his responsibility to enforce the 
law is likely to go by the board. 

All this was amply borne out by the find- 
ings of a BBCI Panorama programme 
broadcast on April 13th. The programme 
focussed specifically on Wolverhampton, an 
area of particularly high immigrant concen- 
tration where recently a black man died of a 
heart attack in the course of being arrested by 
two policemen. It appears that, as two 
officers tried to apprehend him, the man went 
berserk and reacted very violently. After a 
time, the officers’ patience expired and they 
were perhaps a little less than gentle in their 
handling of their captive. Unbeknown to 
them, he had a heart condition and suddenly 
he collapsed dead. The result of this was a 
noisy protest march by local black and left- 


wing groups in which a full-scale riot was . 


only prevented by the extremely cold weather 


and snow that happened to materialise on the - 


day concerned. 

During the programme local residents were 
shown meeting police officers and complain- 
ing of the totally inadequate protection given 
them and of the ‘too little and too late’ police 
responses to reported crimes. An officer was 
shown replying that, much though he regret- 
ted this, he had only limited resources at his 
disposal and had to make decisions as to 
priorities. It was clear from what he said that 
‘race relations’ had become such a high 


priority that practically every other aspect of © 


policing had to suffer. Large numbers of his 
men had to be deployed on projects connected 
with this ‘race relations’ field. There had to 
constant meetings with leaders of the ‘ethnic’ 
communities. Officers had to be continually 
engaged going around ‘ethnic’ areas explain- 
ing to everyone why they had to do this or that 
and pleading for co-operation that many were 
reluctant to give. Many officers were in fact 


away from normal duties on “human aware- 
ness’ courses, which is just another name for 
lectures on how to treat coloured people 
differently from Whites. Such had become 
the atmosphere of ‘alienation’ between the 
immigrant communities and the police that 
half..the force seemed to be employed as 
public relations officers, leaving only the 
other half to attend to the job of actually 
combatting crime! 

On some of these courses consuming vast 
numbers of hours of police time the officers 
concerned are obliged to sit listening to 
hectoring sermons by black ‘experts’ while 
outside in the streets elderly people are 
getting mugged hourly because not enough 
police are available to protect them. 

In one shot, one of these ‘experts’ was 
filmed explaining how police should be more 
‘tactful’ with black youths who have transis- 
tor radios turned up full volume blaring out 
the latest ‘Afro’ music in public places. The 
youths, the expert said, are not being incon- 
siderate; they just want to share the pleasure 
of their music with everybody. Big deal! 

This Editor recalls an occasion several 

years ago when he happened to be with his 
wife and a family relative in Wolverhampton, 
walking through a large shopping centre. The 
place was filled with young Blacks, and every 
few yards police constables were to be found, 
always in twos, and regularly speaking 
earnestly into their walkie-talkies as if 
delivering up-to-the-minute reports from a 
wartime batle zone. The air was filled with a 
tension that could almost be seen, and one 
was left reflecting afterwards that in this one 
corner of the town it was found necessary to 
deploy what must have been a large part of the 
total police force on duty that day. How much 
crime elsewhere was going unsolved and 
unprevented because of this massive concen- 
tration of manpower, necessary simply to 
allow ordinary British people to do an 
aftenoon’s shopping in peace? 
— This is the Britain that our politicians have 
created with their policy of multi-racialism — 
a policy which they defend with a jealousy 
and passion that rise in direct proportion to the 
evidence of its catastrophic failure. Where is 
it all going to end? 


Rewards for services rendered 


While we are on the subject of policing, we 
should comment on the increasing necessity 
ta differentiate between the ordinary ‘copper’ 
on his beat or in his panda car and his high- 
ranking chiefs under whose orders he must 
carry our his duties. It is becoming more and 
more clear that the latter owe their positions, 
not to merit, but to their willingness to act as 
the pawns of politicians and make their 
decisions on the basis of political consider- 
ations rather than those of proper law- 
enforcement. Criticism of policing, which is 
certainly mounting in this country, should be 
qualified by stress on this differentiation. 

The inadequacy of policing in certain 
areas, due to an unbalanced sense of priorities 
and to the adoption of totally unjustified rules 
created to appease ‘ethnic minorities’, is the 
responsibility of chief constables, and ultim- 
ately to the Home Office, from which they 
derive their authority and guidelines for 
action; it is not the fault of the ordinary 
policeman or indeed his seniors up to the 


rank, approximately, of chief inspector — 
although such is the masonry that operates © 
within the force that every ambitious police- 
man must know that if he is to rise above that 
rank he must display the ‘right’ credentials in 
respect of his attitudes on certain social 
matters, notably ‘race relations’. 

Between chief inspectors and_ chief 
constables is an area in the police hierarchy 
where the path to promotion is undoubtedly 
made easier for those who display ‘liberal’ 
attitudes on questions of this kind. 

Typical of the ‘high-flying’ breed who 
have profited from this tendency is former 
Chief Superintendent Colin Couch, who was 
in charge of the Tottenham Division at the 
time of the murderous riot on Broadwater 
Farm Estate in October 1985. Couch was the 
characteristic college-boy “Smart Alec’ who 
rose quickly in the force on the basis of the 
‘proper’ qualifications. He became one of the 
arch-practitioners of ‘community policing’ 
(meaning no policing at all in black areas) as 
recommended in the Scarman Report. 

In the wake of Broadwater Farm, culminat- 
ing as it did in the hacking to death of one of 
Couch’s men, PC Keith Blakelock, one 
woman police officer, WPC Gillian Meynell, 
had the courage to make a public exposure of 
the fact that she had warned Couch repeatedly 
in the weeks leading up to the riot that it was 
liable to break out at any time and that she had 
had her warnings scornfully dismissed by her 
superior, who simply could not and would not 
believe that his black friends, whom he had 
gone to such lengths to be nice to, would 
do such a thing. Couch adamantly refused to 
authorise the allocation of extra forces to the 
area and a strengthened vigilance there, as 
this would have been contrary to his ‘softly- 
softly’ approach to the policing of black 
ghettos. 

Everyone now knows that WPC Meynell 
was proved right and Chief Superintendent 
Couch was proved wrong. But what resulted 
from this vindication of the brave WPC? 
Shortly afterwards she left the force, the 
official reason being a neck injury. Privately, 
however, her colleagues have confided to the 
press that pressure was put on her to quit as a 
result of her revelations concerning the riot. 
And Chief Superintendent Couch? He was 
promoted to Commander with a salary rise of 
over £3,000 a year and is now swanning it 
around the country giving lectures to police 
forces on— no, we are not pulling your leg — 
crime prevention! 


The Arts: a purge in the 
wrong quarters 


In anew ‘shake-up’ of the Arts, the govern- 
ment is said to be trimming its £150 million-a- 
year subsidy to £138 million and demanding a 
much more strict cost-accountability in arts 
expenditure around the country. 

In fact, expenditure on true arts in Britain is 
not too high but much too low. What is 


‘needed is a massive purge of certain people 


who happen to have grasped control of artistic 
life in this country — notably in the Arts 
Council — and are using it to promote 
thoroughly degenerate ‘art’ at public 
expense. Of course it is typical of Tories that 
they can only look upon arts as a business run 


|for profit! 
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THE ‘COLD WAR’ 


The Editor answers questions arising out of last month’s 


leader article 


Q. If, as you claim, the Soviets have no 
intention of ever staging an armed attack 
on the West, how would this explain the 
enormous arms build-up on their part that 
has continued since the end of World War 
II? 


A. The big Soviet arms drive is the product of 
a number of causes, some of them rooted in 
the designs of the one-world conspiracy of 
which Soviet Communism is a part, but only a 
part, in some in pure Russian national policy. 
policy. 

We must always recognise that Soviet 
actions bear the stamp of two factions that 
coexist side-by-side in Russia, the marxist 
and the national. These factions, while ultim- 
ately irreconcilable, are forced by circum- 
stances to come to some short-term compro- 
mises, as neither is strong enough in Russia to 
prevail completely over the other. To 
understand this seeming contradiction, we 
have only to look back to an era in our own 
history when British policy was compounded 
of patriotic and imperial motives, on the one 
hand, and those of the international financial 
elite, on the other — with one prominent 
political leader, Disraeli, managing to appear 
as the champion of the first while all the time 
working for the second. This paradox was 
possible because in Disraeli’s day there 
happened to exist a certain set of circumstan- 
ces in which there was some duplication of 
interest between the two forces then influen- 
tial in British life. Today there is a duplication 
of interest, even if only temporarily, between 
the two main forces influential in Russia, the 
marxist and the national, those of Jewish 
Communism and Russian Pan-Slavism, and 
this applies certainly to the matter of the arms 
build-up. 

Looking at world affairs from a specifically 
Russian national point of view, there is a 
strong argument for the maintenance of 
powerful armed forces. Russia is haunted by 
the spectre of China on her South Eastern 
border and that of a resurgent Germany (not a 
current prospect but certainly a possible 
future one) on her Western border. These 
geo-political realities of Russian life will for 
ever dictate the need for a massive military 
capability. Opinion in Russia, moulded as it 
is indelibly by history — and particularly 20th 
century history — will not permit it to be 
otherwise. 

A. You say that naval power would not be of 
prime importance to Russia in a defensive 
revolutionary, the most essential need is the 
maintenance of an ongoing state of internat- 
ional tension — a point that was made in our 
commentary last month. This is necessary for 
two reasons: first, it induces in the masses of 
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Our analysis of the current ‘cold war’ situation 
in the ‘What We Think’ column of the April issue 
has given rise to a number of letters, some of 
which indicate confusion in the minds of the 
writers as to our attitude to the communist threat. 
To clarify matters, we have here condensed the 
contents of these letters into a question-and- 
answer feature in which our editor explains the 
reasoning giving rise to last month’s article. 


people a condition of mind ready to accept the 
idea of a ‘world authority’ as an alternative to 
‘world war’; second, the ‘cold war’, the arms 
build-up and ‘disarmament’ negotiations all 
provide to people a convenient diversion from 
other, much more real, problems and 
dangers. 

As long as the spectre of a huge Soviet arms 
build-up continues to exist, this state of inter- 
national tension can easily be maintained. 
Take it away, and the tension would greatly 
diminish. The Soviet military colossus is 
therefore as essential as a_ psychological 
weapon in the hands of those directing the 
conspiracy towards a one-world state as it is a 
physical weapon for the defence of Russia. 
The two needs complement each other. 


Q. Are you maintaining then that Soviet 
Russia is not our enemy after all? 

A. Most certainly Soviet Russia is our enemy 
and will continue to be so for as long as 


GORBACHEV AND REAGAN 


marxism is to any degree an influence in 
Soviet state policy. What it is important to 
recognise, however, is that Soviet Russia is 
only part of the enemy, and not necessarily 
the most dangerous part. Might I quote the 
words of A.K. Chesterton who, when asked 
the question was Britain being softened up for 
a take-over by the Communists, replied: *‘By 
the new world power which saw — and sees 
— the possibility of using both Communism 
and Loan-Capitalism as twin instruments 
with which to subdue and govern, not just the 
British nations, but all mankind.’’ (The New 
Unhappy Lords, Chapter 1). 

With this, we must recognise that, enemy 
though Russia is, this does not mean that she 
contemplates for five seconds implementing 
her enmity by an armed attack on the West, 
which would most certainly end in her 
destruction, whoever else might also be 
destroyed in the process. Her strategy for 
waging war upon us is entirely a political 
one, and one in which, because of our state of 
mental and moral disarmament, she is 
succeeding admirably. 


Q. You speak of the marxist and national 

forces coexisting in Russia and influencing 

policy. Which forces do you believe to be 

predominant? 

A. Not being on the inside, it is difficult for 
Contd. on next page 


Are their ‘summit’ meetings just an act? 
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one to tell, and the question of who holds the 
real power can only be guessed at by a look at 
Russia’s actions on the world stage and the 
reactions of other states, particularly the 
USA, to Russia. However, let us assume for 
the sake of simplification that international 
marxism is still the most important impulse 
behind Soviet policy, reflecting the fact that 
marxists hold the ultimate power, we still 


have to recognise that the exercise of power. 


within any state involves making some 
concessions to deeply held opinions among 
the people — if only in the way of appear- 
ances. Whoever has controlled Russia at any 
time has had to reckon with the fact that the 
Russian people are by instinct patriotic. A 
part of this patriotism is the will to defend the 
national frontiers (in Russia’s case very 
extensive ones) against the would-be invader. 
As [have indicated, this will and instinct have 
been amply reinforced by recent history. 
There would be a consensus in Russia for the 
maintenance of great military power irres- 
pective of any wish on the part of rulers to use 
it for international marxist purposes. 

Q. What you say in this regard might 
explain the build-up of Russia’s land and 
air forces but does it explain her build-up 
of naval power, which surely would not be 
of prime importance in a defensive war 
against China or Germany, for example? 
Would not Russia’s naval expansion 
indicate offensive designs against the 
West? 

A. You say that naval power would not be of 
prime importance to Russia in a defensive 
national war, but that does not mean it would 
be of no importance. Remember that Soviet 
Russia, despite her great natural food-grow- 
ing resources, regularly is unable to feed 
herself because of the inefficiency of her 
agricultural system. This means that she 
depends on imported food, the supply of 
which could be blockaded in times of war 


‘unless she has the naval strength to counter 


such a blockade. Remember also Russia’s 
great dependence on imports of ‘high-tech’ 
goods, something without which she could 
not have survived the struggle against 
Germany in 1941-45. Again, naval power 
would be necessary to safeguard such 


supplies. 
Beyond this, the Soviets know that naval 
power is — as Britain demonstrated in 


previous times — a vital weapon in internat- 
ional diplomacy, if only for its psychological 
value. Any national state with a healthy urge 


towards expansion is going to allocate some. 


importance to sea power, if it knows what is 
good for it. 

In addition to these factors, the spectre of a 
powerful Soviet Navy is useful, as is the case 
with Russia’s other forces, to the design of 
Maintaining international tension as a means 
to herding the nations into a one-world state. 


Q. Can it be assumed, from all that you 


have said about Soviet/American collusion: 


and the bogus nature of the ‘cold war’, that 
‘summit’ talks are just a charade, and that 
the likes of Reagan and Gorbachev are just 


acting their roles as would-be makers of more in command in his country than the US 


the world’s peace? Are you in fact saying 
that there are no matters over which they 
have need to negotiate? 

A. Certainly there is some cause and scope for 
genuine negotiation, but it is negotiation, not 
between fundamental adversaries, but only 
between two partners in crime who resolve to 
divide up the world between them, rather as 
gangsters divide up a city into zones of 
interest. Just where the lines between the 
zones are to be drawn is something that has to 


be negotiated, but that does not alter the fact 


that, just as gang leaders are on common 
ground in so far as they are outside the law 
and have a mutual interest in weakening the 
forces of the law, so today’s two ‘super 
power’ leaders are on common ground in as 
much as they are agents of the international 
conspiratorial forces and share common 
ground in their opposition to any state which 
may dare to challenge their dual world hege- 
mony. So it was with Roosevelt and Stalin at 
Yalta, and so it is with Reagan and Gorbachev 
today. 

This having been said, it must be recog- 
nised that much of present-day summitry is 
pure acting. The world leaders have to act to 
an international audience just as they have to 
act to their own domestic audiences at home. 
The need to maintain the appearance of the 
so-called ‘cold war’ by means of a continued 
armed ‘confrontation’ has to be tempered by 
the need to appease domestic pressure for 
economies in arms expenditure. This need 
has always existed in America and the West; 
there are now signs that it is starting-to emerge 
in Russia too. Talk of negotiation in arms 
reduction is therefore not entirely bogus; we 
must remember, however, that what is in the 
minds of these leaders as they engage in such 
talks is that arms are necessary, not to defend 
One against the other in a future world war, 
but only to maintain the facade of the ‘cold 
war’ that is essential to the global plans of the 
powers he represents. 

Q. Are you saying that people like Reagan 
and Gorbachev, when they meet at 
‘summits’, are in fact consciously représ- 
enting, not their tespective nations, but the 
twin branches of what you term the ‘one- 
world conspiracy’? 

A. That may be an over-simplification. Most 
certainly President Reagan is no more than a 
puppet, and a man of very limited political 
intelligence, as is necessary with someone in 
such a role. He acts out his role according to 
the direction of his ‘advisers’, who most 
certainly include people who are very aware 


- of what they are doing. They lay down the 


guidelines for the President’s actions and 
public utterances. In his own confused mind 
he may genuinely believe he is doing what is 
right for America, but in fact he is only the 
visible instrument of policies decided way 
above his head. 

Whether Gorbachev fulfils the same role is 
less certain. If appearances are anything to go 
by, he is a much more formidable character 
than Reagan, and it may well be that he is far 


President is in his. Only the future will tell. 
However much in command, however, 
Gorbachev still has to operate within the 
system that has produced him, and his 
freedom of action therefore is not total. 
Maybe he understands that ‘summit’ confer- 
ences are a mere facade much better than 
Reagan does but it suits him to keep the 
facade up. After all, he comes off by far the 
better in these conferences. Why then should 
he not continue to boost his own domestic and 
international stature by going along with 
them? 


Q. You have spoken of the powers 
presently ruling the West and those ruling 
the Soviet Union being in collusion. This 
would seem to some a far-fetched claim. 
Can you provide any concrete example of 
this collusion in modern times? 

A. The perfect of example of collusion is the 
decolonisation of Africa, which has been 
carried out by Western governments, always 
with America’s blessing and in conformity 
with Soviet designs and interests. The most 
perfect instance of all was the drive to destroy 
White Rhodesia and set up ‘Zimbabwe’. In 
the forefront of this drive were British 
Governments of both Labour and Conservat- 
ive hue. They helped to organise worldwide 
economic sanctions aimed at bringing down 
Rhodesia, which sanctions were of course 
promoted with equal intensity by the United 
States. All this could not have been carried 
out to more perfect effect from the Soviet 
point of view than if the Soviets had been the 
party directly involved. The result today? As 
everyone knows, we have a marxist govern- 
ment in ‘Zimbabwe’ under a self-confessed 
marxist dictator. 

The same process has ocurred all over the 
rest of Africa where previously White 
Western colonial governments ruled; in 
almost every case these countries are now 
being presided over by marxist governments 
and are, to all intents and purposes, part of the 
Soviet Bloc. 

Now Western and Soviet governments are 
working together to bring down the last 
remaining White government in Africa, that 
of South Africa. The result, if this is 
achieved, will be yet another Soviet puppet 
state.Could there be any clearer examples of 
the collusion between the governing powers 
of West and East? 


Q. Assuming you are correct in saying that 
Soviet Russia and the powers presently 
ruling the United States are in covert 
collusion as to the future design for the 
world, can you not forsee a situation in 
which Soviet forces might be used, not 
against but in partnership with, the power 
of the United States against Europe — just 
as occurred in World War Ii — therefore 
placing us in a position in which we would 
have to act in concert with our European 
allies in mutual self-defence? In that case 
would it not be true that your nationalist 


Contd. on page 16 
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_ SHOULD WE GRASP THE 


NETTLE? 


JAMES THURGOOD argues for a frank approach to the 
question of National Socialism 


A SHORT TIME AGO argument raged in 
the columns of ‘Spearhead’ concerning the 
question of whether the magazine should 
permit controversy in its columns on the 
religious issue, with some readers taking 
the Editor to task for printing articles 
critical of Christianity, saying that it would 
be better if such controversy was buried 
while we concentrated on political quest- 
ions relevant to today. 

One of the points that the Editor made in 
reply was that religious controversy had been 
brought into the field of contemporary 
politics, not by our choice, but by the choice 
of many Christian leaders themselves, and 
this made questions of theology directly 
relevant to questions of secular current 
affairs, whether we liked it or not. It was also 
said that, in a world where there is too much 
suppression of free debate already, Spearhead 
did not intend to be a party to such suppress- 
ion itself. The magazine, it was said, did not 
take up a position for or against Christianity, 
but its policy was to let its readers and contrib- 
utors have their say on the matter in the spirit 
of free discussion. It was a discussion, the 
Editor said, that should not be excluded from 
these pages because it bore very crucially ona 
number of questions of national and internat- 
ional importance. 


‘GHOSTS OF THE PAST’ 


I sense among people I meet in the political 
field a similar controversy concerning events 
that took place in Germany between 1933 and 
1945. Again, there is a school of thought here 
which maintains that that phase of history 
should be buried beneath the rubble of World 
War Il and not again allowed to be the subject 
of a frank exchange of views — and on the 
grounds that, whatever the merits or demerits 
of the National Socialist era, the ghosts of the 
past should not be allowed to cloud the issues 
of the present. 

It is a compelling argument, and were 
Spearhead at the present time in the business of 
mass persuasion, with a circulation running 
into millions and with the capacity to 
influence the course of British politics in the 
immediate future, it might be decisive. But 
this is not the situation in which we are placed 
at the present time. Our appeal at this moment 
is to a very small minority of people in the 
population with a far higher than average 
degree of political consciousness and serious- 
ness of enquiry. Our task at present is to 
influence those belonging to this minority, 
and to do this we must at all times conduct 


discussions at an adult level of politics. 
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HITLER 

He intrudes into all current argument and 

debate, whether we like it or not. We could 
not keep him out if we tried 


At this level, it is a fact that the ghosts of 
the past are continually being resurrected to 
cloud the issues of the present, whether we 
choose it to be so or not. They are being 
raised, not by us, but by those who oppose us. 
The spectre of ‘Nazism’ is being raised in 
every discussion dealing with matters of race, 
nationalism, economics and political philos- 
ophy — and even intruding into such cases as 
the sterilisation of a mentally retarded young 
woman that recently occupied press attention 
in this country. Indeed those of us who dare to 
argue for any policy of promoting racial 
fitness are accused of preaching ideas that 
lead to the gas chamber. Those who state that 
there is such a thing as inherent sexual differ- 
entiation, and that social structures should be 
based on recognition of this fact are accused 
of holding to a ‘Nazi’ doctrine of Kinder, 
Kuche, Kirche. Those who plead for an 
element of discipline to be brought into the 
lives of the young are alleged to be wanting to 
revive the Hitler Youth. Those who cuggest 
that the operations of international finance 
may not always be in harmony with the 
national interest are accused of covert ‘anti- 
semitism’ on the grounds that a great many 
international financiers are Jewish. The 
‘Nazi’ bogey again! 


In short, the smear of ‘Nazi’ is used all the 
time by those who have shaped the hideous 
world in which we live today to bludgeon into 
submission anyone who might show signs of 
challenging that world, and to silence all 
serious discussion of its manifest faults. The 
mere mention of the word induces in many 
who might feel inclined to protest a paralysis 
of the mind and will which quickly impose a 
guillotine on all further debate — just as that 
debate is starting to extend into areas where 
solutions might be found to our many: 
problems. It is rather like recent investigat- 
ions by the Swedish police into the murder of 
Premier Olof Palme. Just when those invest- 
igations were beginning to unravel clues that 
might lead to a solving of the crime, the police 
were warned off, being told that they were 
venturing into ‘forbidden’ regions which the 
interests of state required should not be tres- 
passed upon. So it is with an examination of 
the problems and evils with which the modern 
world is beset. At a certain point, the examin- 
ation is cut short by the mere mention of the 
word ‘Nazism’. So conditioned have people, 
even the most intelligent, been to run for their 
lives to escape such a description, they 
immediately switch off their rational faculties 
and serious study of the issues is at an end. 
The best trained wits of the day are employed 
full-time on the task of escaping the ‘Nazi’ 
label, with the result that there is no time left, 
nor any further room for manoeuvre, to get to 
the root of the issue. Intellectual ‘no-go areas’ 
are Clearly signposted, and the majority are 
trained like well tutored dogs to steer clear of 
them. As a result, our analysis of the 
enormous problems of the contemporary 
world, and our consideration of the solutions 
that might be applicable to those problems, 
comes again and again to a dead end. 


FIGHTING ONE-HANDED 


And of course this places us in a position of 
crippling disadvantage in relation to our 
opponents in these great debates. They argue 
with us using the full force of their intellectual 
armoury, while we argue with them without 
many of our strongest weapons — weapons 
that have been dashed from our hands by 
their command! Should we even look as if we 
are about to reach for one of these weapons, 
they have only to call ‘Nazi’ and we will shy 
away from touching it as if it were a red hot 
coal. The argument, inevitably, is lost. 

‘Our side’, as long as it permits this state of 
affairs to continue, is in effect playing the 
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game — it might be better to say fighting the 
war — according to the enemy’s rules. 

It seems to me to have always been the 
policy of Spearhead not to play the game 
according to the enemy’s rules, but in seeking 
solutions to the ills of the modern world to 
examine, frankly and dispassionately, all the 
evidence relevant to its investigation of those 
ills — in other words, to recognise no ‘no-go 
areas’ of discussion. And if, in the war of 
ideas between ourselves and our enemies, 
those enemies bring into operation their most 
formidable weapon — which is to raise the 
spectre of ‘Nazism’ — should it not be our 
policy when confronted with that weapon, not 
to withdraw from the battlefield in panic and 
confusion, but to oppose the weapon with our 
own counter-weapons. This means facing 
manfully the issue of ‘Nazism’ and dealing 
with it with the armoury of truth. There is no 
other way, unless we are spend our lives in 
continual retreat. 


YESTERDAY SHAPES TODAY 


It is all very well saying, as some do, that to 
speak of the National Socialist era in 
Germany is just ‘digging up history’ and that 
we should ignore it and concentrate on the 
problems of today. The state of the world 
today is shaped by the events of yesterday. 
And of these events none has had a more 
profound impact than the Second World War 
and the causes leading to that war. No-one 
will seriously argue that the Soviet Bloc and 
International Communism are phenomena 
not relevant to the contemporary world. Yet it 
is the outcome of the titanic conflict of 1939- 
45 that has produced these phenomena. Our 
nation was one of those powers that contrib- 
uted substantially to that outcome: we in fact 
allied ourselves with the Soviets and their 
communist system and, together with 
America, enabled them to become victorious; 
it was our foreign policy of the time, together 
with that of the United States, that determined 
that they be brought into the heart of Europe. 
We should be interested to know what forces 
shaped that policy and why. To the latter 
question, undoubtedly the main answer that 
will be given is that we needed to destroy 
Hitler and his National Socialist system. Why 
did we have to destroy it? In whose interest 
- did it have to destroyed? Britain’s or someone 
else’s? To say that these questions are not 
relevant to modern times is ridiculous, as we 
can see that the forces emerging victorious 
from the Second World War have come to 
prevail, by their victory, all over the post-war 
world, and they shape the world we live in 
today. 


‘ANTI-FASCIST’ EXCUSE FOR 
TREASON 


Every little mole who has buried himself in 
our establishment in order to work for the 
Soviets — the Blunts, the Bugesses, the 
Macleans and the rest — has sought to justify 
his actions by saying that his purpose was to 
‘fight fascism’ and therefore to ally himself 


with those who were in the forefront of the 
‘fight against fascism’. So why the fight 
against fascism? In what way can it be made 
to justify treason to one’s country? Must one 
in fact be a traitor to one’s country in order 
effectively to ‘fight fascism’? Are ‘anti- 
fascism’ and treason in fact synonymous? If 
so, could that not be an argument that fascism 
may be synonymous with patriotism? 

Is it not interesting that the modern motion- 
picture industry, and most of all Hollywood, 
is still obsessed with World War II and the 
Nazi era, and is still churning out films about 
them in an unending flood, over 40 years after 
the Nazi state was destroyed. The same 
industry produces comparatively few films to 
remind us of the evils of communism, which 
very much belong to the present. The control- 
lers of this industry certainly cannot them- 
selves believe that National Socialism is 
something that should be regarded as dead 
and buried, something which may be 
forgotten; on the contrary, they feel it necess- 
ary to have us thinking about it every week 
and every day — almost every hour — of our 
waking lives. 

We simply cannot afford to treat the 
monster which intrudes into our drawing 
rooms every day by means of the ‘goggle box’ 
and which provides this ceaseless diet of 
‘anti-nazi’ propaganda, as if it simply were 
not there; it is very much there. It is ever- 
present. It will not leave us alone. And, as 
stated earlier, it intrudes into almost every 
discussion of almost every serious subject. 

On the contrary, we have to face the issue 
head-on and deal with it. The battle of ideas 
cannot be fought any other way. 


GETTING TO THE TRUTH 


This does not mean that we have to go to 
the ridiculous extreme of dressing ourselves 
in the clothes of Germans of half a century 
ago. It does not even mean that we have to 
endorse and justify everything they did. It 
does mean that we should welcome a full and 
uninhibited discussion on the subject of what 
they did and were trying to do, and seek to 
establish the unvarnished truth of what 
actually happened in that part of Europe 
where they were in charge. It means that we 
should look upon what took place in that era 
and under that system objectively and 
dispassionately, seeking to distinguish fact 
from fiction, reality from propaganda and 
sense from nonsense. It does mean that where 
approaches to political, economic, social and 
moral questions adopted under the. aegis of 
National Socialism can be shown, when 
illuminated by the light of unprejudiced 
enquiry, to have had beneficial results, we 
should not eschew such approaches to the 
same questions today merely because 
someone — someone who has a big axe to 
grind on the matter — brands a label on them 
that many of us have been taught not to like. 

Of course there are many respects in which 
the world we live in today is different from 
that prevailing half a century ago. Of course 
there are many respects in which nations 


differ — in tradition, in psychology and in the 
problems which their history and geography 
have bequeathed to them, even where such 
nations exist within the same basic civilisat- 
ion and ethnic culture. These differences 
preclude any system suitable to one country in 
one era reproducing itself in exact replica in 
another country in another era. 

But there are also respects in which the 
problems of public import do not change with 
the passing of time or with the alteration of 
national environment. Here the lessons of one 
political and social experiment — albeit 
localised in place and time — can be of 
profound importance in the consideration of 
problems belonging to other places and times. 


THE LIE INDUSTRY 


There is another vital aspect in which the 
truth of what happened yesterday is of import- 
ance to what is happening today: if the former 
has been distorted so that our picture of it is 
far from corresponding to reality, that very 
same distortion is likely to be applied equally 
to present events. If ‘history’ is shrouded in 
lies, it is because someone has an intérest and 
a motive in lying about it. Such an interest and 
motive must bear upon our own times, as that 
same someone who would conceal the truth 
about what happened yesterday cannot be 
trusted in his interpretation of the events of 
today. By seeing that he lies about the past, 
we may be able better to see that he is likely to 
lie about the present. 

It is for all these reasons that I believe it 
vital that we do not duck out of the debate 
about National Socialism but frankly and 
freely discuss it — not to resurrect an epoch 
that is dead and gone, least of all to wallow in 
nostalgia — but only in accordance with 
Orwell’s assertion that ‘‘who controls the past 
controls the future...”’ 

As said earlier, this would not necessarily 
be appropriate when speaking to the broad 
masses. And it would most certainly not be 
appropriate to bring the matter into every 
current political argument — there are some 
‘nuts’ around who cannot resist doing this, 
and often their approach is self-defeating. 

But where we are addressing — as is 
mostly the case today — that small portion of 
the people that takes a serious interest in 
politics and seeks an intelligent analysis of 
affairs and events, we must not shy away 
from the issue if it is raised. No intelligent 
analysis of what has been happening in 
modern times can avoid incursions into what 
was happening in Europe half a century ago. 
As I have said, the whole shape of the world 
we live in today has been moulded by those 
events. It is also a fact that the whole tone and 
range of current discussion is circumscribed 
by the shadow of Hitler cast over it by our 
enemies and which we could not avoid if we 
tried. 

It is from the minority of serious political 
thinkers of today that we must find our leaders 
of tomorrow. This minority will not be won 
over by excluding from debate a si"ject 
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MANFRED 


ROEDER: 


HERO OF OUR TIME 


The story of a dissident whom the world’s ‘liberals’ 
ignore, as told by NORMAN WHITE 


IN THE POPULAR IMAGINATION, 
Germany (or at least the Western part of it) 
is a country that in 1945 was liberated from 
‘tyranny’ and now functions as a ‘free 
democracy’ where the state no longer locks 
up those of whom it disapproves. The 
reality is very different, as the story of 
Manfred Roeder will illustrate. 

Roeder, farmer and lawyer, married with a 
family of six children, is at present a political 
prisoner — in fact one of many — of a system 
he totally rejects. He is serving a 13-year 
sentence in Butzbach Prison, Western 
Germany, imposed in 1982 on trumped-up 
charges of masterminding a terrorist group 
and of being an accomplice to a number of 
bomb and arson attacks. 

Since 1970 Manfred Roeder has been 
regarded by the authorities in that part of 
Germany where he was raised, and by the 
bought news media, as the most outspoken 
and effective critic of the regime. Along with 
all those who expound patriotism and 
condemn American-imported and -imposed 
decadence, degradation and race-mixing that 
are characteristic of Western Europe, he is 
labelled a ‘Nazi’ and a ‘racist’. Such terms are 
fast becoming badges of honour. 

Manfred Roeder has risked all — his 
profession, his security, his freedom and 
indeed his life — in the struggle to defend his 
country against the destructive forces of 
subversion and perversion which corrode all 
nation-states in Europe today: pornography, 
dissoluteness, drugs, modern art, the 
pollution of nature, the distortion of 20th 
century history and the denigration of the 
white race. He has been pursued all around 
the world and forced to live ‘underground’ for 
several years, simply for making political 
statements and gestures, insisting on free 
speech and acting as an exemplar for every 
German patriot in his country’s present 
condition of servitude. 


HAPPY MEMORIES OF 
CHILDHOOD ; 


Roeder was 4 years of age when Hitler 
came to power. His memories of childhood 
and youth are happy ones, of enjoying life to 
the full, playing, singing and hiking with 

_comradeship and excitement. His parents too 
were like almost all Germans of those days, 
happy to live in a healthy country which 
imbued a strong feeling of unity among all 
classes, with a sense of confidence between 
leadership and people of a kind scarcely 
known in the 20th century. 
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MANFRED ROEDER 
Imprisoned dissident 


Roeder’s father was an electrical engineer 
and civil servant, an officer in the German 
Army in both world wars and a member of the 
National Socialist German Workers’ Party 
and its Sturmabteilung (defence force). 
‘*A man of honour from top to toe,”’ in his 
son’s words, he was barred from working in 
his profession after Germany’s defeat in 1945 
—.a fate shared by millions of his compatriots 
under the rule of the occupying forces who 
had brought ‘democracy’ to Germany (as well 
as communism). Treated like a criminal, 
Roeder Senior was forced to clean the streets 
under extreme physical hardship until he 
literally broke down — the penalty exacted by 
the Allies against those Germans who had 
supported and believed in National 
Socialism. But despite all, he refused to capit- 
ulate to the lies, deceits and distortions of 
*‘democracy’s’ propaganda machine. 

As a loyal member of the Hitler Youth 
movement, the younger Roeder volunteered 
for army service at the age of 16, and fought 
during the last 4 months of the war in the bitter 
campaign on the eastern front and then in the 
defence of the Reich’s capital, Berlin, against 
the red hordes. He escaped from Russian 
imprisonment and probable transportation to 
the Gulag along with millions of other 
German fighting men who had been captured. 
Returning to school for two further years in 
Berlin, he studied literature and law and 
eventually took up the profession of attorney. 
His youth after the war was spent amidst the 
horrors and degradations of a shattered 


Germany in which the Allies ruthlessly 
imposed their so-called ‘de-nazification’ 
programme which resulted in tens of 
thousands committing suicide and hundreds 
of thousands of others being done to death at 
the hands of the vengeful Zionist-directed 
occupying powers. 


POLITICAL ACTIVITY 


In adult life Roeder became active polit- 
ically in the Christian Democratic Union 
(CDU) until, after 5 years, he came to see 
that, just like the Social Democrats, that party 
was actively participating in the destruction 
of Germany’s moral foundations, in the 
persecution of German soldiers and the 
defamation of some of the nation’s finest 
sons, such as Hans-Ulrich Rudel and Otto 
Skorzeny. In 1970, together with his wife, he 
went out onto the streets to protest against the 
filth and the pornography that are endemic in 
all liberal-democratic societies. Within 6 
months, and without spending one mark on 
publicity, he and his helpers had collected 1% 
million signatures of protest against these 
tendencies, and the lower house of the puppet 
parliament in Bonn was forced to abandon its 
plans to loosen anti-pornography measures. 
contained in its Penal Law Reform. These 
were of course introduced later ‘through the 
back door’, as is the way of ‘democracy’. 
This action marked the beginning of the 
Deutsche Burgerinitiative (German Citizens’ 
Initiative), which directs its activities in 
apparently non-political channels against 
environmental pollution, nuclear power 
stations, sex eduction in schools, porno- 
graphy, drug-abuse and the falsification of 
modern German history. 

Later, and fired by his burning desire to 
free Germany from the treacherous strangle- 
hold of ‘democracy’ and to restore to 
Germans pride in their nation, Roeder 


” founded the Freiheitshewegung Deutsches Reich 


(Freedom Movement of the German Reich) at 
the Reichstag in Flensburg in 1975. He was 
unanimously elected its official speaker and 
on 23rd May 1978, the 33rd anniversary of 
the unconstitutional arrest of the legally 
constituted German Government, the 
movement assumed the lawful administration 
of the Reich. Grand Admiral Donitz, who on 
May Ist 1945 became the legitimate Head of 
State in succession to Adolf Hitler (who came 
to power constitutionally in 1933), vested in 
Manfred Roeder the legal and _ political 
consequences of provisional representation of 
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the German Reich until such time as a free 
German government of all Germany could be 
constituted — that is when the American and 
Russian colonies set up in 1945 are erased 
from history. 

From that date in May, 9 years ago, the 
movement under the leadership of Roeder 
assumed the Imperial Conservatorship 
(Reichsverweser), thus securing the continued 
legal existence of the Reich. This was a 
legally correct act, although a revolutionary 
one, and it achieved the purpose of filling the 
vacuum left by Donitz’s statement that he no 
longer regarded himself as Reichsprasident. 
The marionettes in Bonn, content with the 
imposture of their satellite state authority set 
up by Germany’s conquerers some 42 years 
ago, have never acted to ensure the continued 
existence of the Reich. Manfred Roeder is 
thus Reichsverweser until Germany’s freedom 
is regained. 


MOTIVATION 


All Roeder’s actions have been generated 
by his determination to save nature from 
destruction and exploitation and to save 
nations in their historic structure and tradition 
with dignity and freedom. In the latter context 
his activities include demonstrating outside 
the Nuremberg Palace of Justice on the 30th 
anniversary of the execution of 11 German 
leaders in 1946; firing 80 shots over the walls 
of Spandau Prison at midnight on the 80th 
birthday of Rudolf Hess; writing the foreword 
to Thies Christopherson’s book The Ausch- 
witz Lie (published by the German Citizens’ 
Initiative and available from Liberty Bell 
Publications in the USA); speaking out 
against the defamation of German patriot 
Albert Leo Schlageter, who was summarily 
executed by the French during their occup- 
ation of Germany in 1923; and publicly 
protesting against the scandalous life 
sentence imposed on an innocent German 
soldier by the stooges in Bonn after he, 
Windisch, had 18 years earlier been vindic- 
ated by Americans, Poles and even Russians 
of alleged ‘war crimes’. 

For the content of his foreword to The 
Auschwitz Lie — a book which pained the raw 
nerves of the Zionist mythmakers — the 
German Bar Association deprived Roeder of 
his licence to practise law. These tools of the 
puppet state of Western Germany considered 
him ‘unsuited’ for ‘the legal profession 
because he does not believe in ‘‘the accepted 
judgements of contemporary historians’’ (!) 
or ‘‘the secured facts and knowledge of 
history’’ (sic). Thus the system of liberal- 
democracy is determined to make us all 
compliant automatons not entitled to hold 
heterodox opinions. The foreword to the book 
also spelled trouble with the government, and 
Roeder was brought to trial for daring to 
expose the Holohoax and sentenced to 7 
months imprisonment. The judge at his trial 
delivered this exquisite piece of liberal-demo- 
cratic casuisity: “‘Even if there was no persec- 
ution of Jews under Hitler, that would mean 


that all Jewish witnesses are liars, and you are 
not allowed to call them liars, since this 
would be disturbing the public peace and 


-would stir up racial hatred.’’ 


Knowing he would be subjected to legal 
chicanery and that further charges would be 


pinned on him, Roeder jumped bail and went — 


‘undergound’, travelling extensively around 
the world and establishing contacts while 
keeping one step ahead of Interpol and his 
pursuers. In this time he discovered that 
throughout the whole of the “free world’, and 
not just in Germany, many other patriots and 


‘nationalists were being harassed and perse- 


cuted. 


ARREST 


It was by the cruellest of accidents that 
Roeder was found and arrested on Ist 
September 1980. Following a number of fire- 
bombing incidents, including one in which 2 
Vietnamese had died, the police were 
conducting a large-scale manhunt. In a raid 
on the place that was Roeder’s hideaway in 
Hannover Muenden, they unexpectedly came 
across him. After a last-ditch attempt to 
escape, he was carried off in shackles and 
placed in solitary confinement. 

From then until his trial 17 months later, 
Roeder was a prisoner on remand subject to 
the same dire conditions accorded to 
convicted terrorists. Conveyed to and from 
prisons and courts in chains, incarcerated in 
the maximum security prison of Stuttgart- 
Stammheim, locked in the foulest of detent- 
ion cells at courts, with mail restricted and 
censored and family visits severely curtailed, 
he was treated like a terrorist belonging to the 
Baader-Meinhof gang. During the whole of 
this time, the press waged a war of vilification 
against him in which the vilest insinuations, 
charges, lies and smears were laid at his door. 

The ‘trial’ was, needless to say, a travesty 
of justice. Three other people involved in 
bomb and arson attacks on buildings housing 
Auschwitz exhibitions and on hostels and 
camps harbouring immigrants were charged 
and convicted, two receiving life sentences 
and the other 6 years. Roeder’s connection 
with them was tenuous. Although he knew 
them and had conversed with them, he played 
no part in planning, approving or executing 
bomb attacks. Nonetheless he was accused of 
masterminding a terrorist group and of being 
an accomplice to the murder of 2 immigrants 
on the grounds of ‘‘spiritual influence’ and 
‘“previous consent’’ and of taking part in the 
attacks ‘‘by omission’’(!) The argument was 
that he could and should have prevented all 
the actions of his acquaintances — even if he 
did not know anything about them! As 
suspected terrorists, they were not tried 
before a jury but by 5 judges. Prosecution, 
defence and court were all ‘arranged’ by the 
Zionist occupation government of West 
Germany. Even though Roeder had had 
nothing whatever to do with these mindless 
attacks (gnat-bites on the hide of a hippo), the 
trial was billed ‘‘Roeder and others’’ and the 
court changed the indictment 5 times in its 
Go 
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determination to ‘prove’ that Roeder had 
masterminded the operations. The 5 judges 
twisted and turned the evidence which did not 
substantiate the charges, even admitting that 
Roeder had done nothing, but intent on 
proving that he had known about the attacks 
and was thereforé under the law obliged to 
inform the authorities. 

As a Stuttgart paper wrote: ‘‘From the 
beginning, the main difficulty of the whole 
trial was to make Roeder responsible for the 
acts of his friends. This could only be done by 
some rather twisted and complicated legal 
phrases called ‘action by non-action’ or 
‘commission by omission’. With this very 
unusual theory, the court got the problem 
Roeder under control.’’ By this court’s 
criteria, God would have been sentenced for 


omitting to put away the Devil for ever. God 


had the chance to get rid of the Devil for ever 
but he did not do it. Therefore this court finds 
him guilty of omission! 


VICIOUS SENTENCE 


The sentence of 13 years’ imprisonment 
was vicious and barbaric — but wholly in 
keeping with the system which pronounced it, 
terrified as it is of the ideas and politics 
Manfred Roeder represents. In his summing 
up, the presiding judge expressed the hope 
that Roeder would be forgotten in a very short 
time, that his circle would disintegrate, that 
his newsletters would be discontinued and 
that his wife and six children would undergo 
extreme suffering. Typical of the Talmudic 
spirit of spite and vengefulness, of visiting the 
‘sins’ of the father upon the children! The 
essential purpose of the judgement was to 
silence Manfred Roeder for many years and to 
destroy the basis of his family’s livelihood. 

That judge was utterly wrong. It is he and 
his like, and the corrupt, imposed system that 
spawns them that will be forgotten long 
before the name and works of Manfred 
Roeder are forgotten. The German Citizens’ 
Initiative has now developed into “Teutonic 
Unity’ a worldwide organisation that unites 
all Teutonic peoples in the fight against 
Communism, Zionism and the shoddy system 
of bogus ‘democracy’. Manfred Roeder may 
now be in prison for his loyalty to his country 
and for his stand on behalf of the self-deter- 
mination of all peoples against Bolshevism 
and Plutocracy, but his newsletters continue 
to circulate in many languages around the 
world, and Traudel Roeder, his brave and 
loyal wife, is sustained by financial, moral 
and physical support from friends at the 
family home in the Knull. 

Contact can be established for newsletters 
with AE, PO Box 148, Buffalo, NY 14225, 
U.S.A. and for support of any kind with Frau 
Traudel Roeder, Haus Richberg, D-3579, 
Schwarzenborn, West Germany. 

Says Roeder in defiance from his prison 
cell: ‘“They can do to us whatever they want, 
but our spirit will rise and our idea will 


_triumph!”’ ¢ 


- 
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HAP BEEN INVITED TO: 


FREUD AND HIS 
PUTRID LEGACY 


A look at the man and his habits by IAN SLOAN 


-THE NAME OF FREUD, like that of 
Einstein, is supposed to evoke feelings of 
adulation from mere mortals such as 
ourselves. Indeed the names of Freud and 
Einstein have become practically synon- 
ymous with the word ‘genius’. Well, the 
article ‘Einstein: the making of a genius’ in 
‘Spearhead’ no. 192 cast some doubt on the 
alleged ‘genius’ of that individual. But 
what about his kinsman, who has influen- 
ced just as much, if not more, of the world 
we live in today? 

Anthropology, Psychiatry, Sociology, 
Penology and even our education system have 
been swayed to one degree or another by the 
works of Sigmund Freud. Indeed when the 
explosion of permissiveness hit its peak in the 
Sixties and ‘free love’ was being practised 
everywhere, those voices expressing misgiv- 
ings about such a development were quickly 
silenced by the mere mention of the name of 
Freud, whose teachings sought to ‘cleanse’ 
the unconscious mind of its taboos with 
regard to sex. The age of the permissive 
society, we were told, would enable man and 
woman to enjoy life to the full, with all 
feelings of guilt removed — thanks in no 
small part to the ‘genius’ of Sigmund Freud. 


DRUG ADDICT 


It is revealing that the devotees of the 
‘hippy’ cult needed to use drugs in order to 
help remove their inhibitions. In fact their 
spiritual mentor Mr. Freud himself was a 
chronic cocaine addict. Indeed he was not 
only addicted to cocaine but actively encour- 
aged its use by others, citing its theraputic 
values as ‘wondrous’. One of the uses of 
cocaine, so he said, was to wean morphine 
addicts off their addiction. Not only was this 


untrue but the poor unfortunates subjected to ° 


such treatment found themselves addicted to 
an even fiercer (and much more expensive) 
drug. There is no suggestion that Freud 
callously and knowingly inflicted such a 
dangerous drug on the world; he seems to 
have genuinely believed what he preached. 
Nevertheless, it seems rather a big mistake for 
a so-called ‘genius’. 

Freud should not have been able to plead 
ignorance on the matter, for the evidence was 
plain to see. When his friend Von Fleischl- 
Marxow was suffering particularly badly at 
one point due to his addiction to cocaine, 
Freud stayed at his side all night while he 
bathed in a warm bath trying to ease his pain. 
Freud continued, however, to sing the praises 
of cocaine, assuming that ill-effects only 


came about through one taking abnormally 
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FREUD 
Drug-addict and charlatan 


large doses or by having it injected subcutan- 
eously instead of orally — or, as he himself 
was later to favour, nasally. That cocaine has 
an adverse effect on the brain cannot be 
disputed, and when Freud was gaining fame 
for his works his addiction to the drug was 
complete. It is important to remember that 
cocaine sold today for what is euphemistic- 
ally called ‘recreational use’ is greatly adult- 
erated by perhaps as much as seventeen 
times, whereas Freud was using it in its purest 
form. 

Those taking cocaine tell how it creates a 
feeling of great euphoria removing any need 
for sleep. Addicts invariably experience a 
pathological conviction that they, and they 
alone, have discovered ‘the truth’ about 
things and seek to tell the world of their great 
discovery. These symptoms fit in neatly with 
the descriptions of Freud given by observers, 
who tell how, for long periods, he would 
avoid working, and then suddenly find 
‘inspiration’ — sitting down to write 
thousands upon thousands of words, resisting 
sleep until he had finished his task. Another 
effect of cocaine, which Freud himself 
relates, is the increase in sexual excitement. 
However, as he was to discover himself, 
prolonged usage of the drug leads to almost a 
complete cessation of all sexual activity. It is 
more than probable that Freud’s use of 
cocaine led him to the conclusion that sex was 
the root cause of all neuroses. He was 
convinced that sexual repression and/or abuse 


‘were responsible for most of the mental ills 


affecting mankind. 


To the psycho-analytic movement, Freud’s 
‘self-analysis’ is regarded as one of his 
greatest ‘triumphs’. During this period the 
much-heralded ‘Oedipus’ complex was first 
vented, together with his obsessions for 
rectums and excrement! Considering that the 
results he obtained from this self-analysis 
were assumed to apply to everyone, it is 
worth looking at how he arrived at his 
conclusions. 

Analysing dreams or day-dreams may — 
just may — allow one to generalise on the 
results obtained. After all, dreaming of 
falling from a great height or trying to run 
from an adversary but unable to move out of 
‘slow motion’ seems to be quite common. 
There is a marked difference, however, 
between the dreams of sleep and those 
induced by drugs. Audio- and visual hallucin- 
ations are common characteristics of cocaine 
usage. This being the case, what untold 
damage has been inflicted by the Freudian 
disciples, whose whole profession is based on 
the findings of the distorted and diseased 
brain of a cocaine addict! Just what type of 
dreams did Freud himself have? Let him 
speak for himself: ‘‘It is the fate of us all, 
perhaps, to direct our first sexual impulse 
towards our mother and our first hatred and 
murderous wish against our father. Our 
dreams convince us that this is so.”’ I will let 
the reader decide for himself whether he 
considers that to be a dream common to most 
people. I think not! 


PARANOIA 


Although Freud’s work became fashion- 
able amongst a small but influential clique, 
gaining for him an international reputation, 
he failed to gain approval from the academic 
world, and he began to talk about ‘sinister 
conspiracies’ being waged to discredit him. A 
sense of persecution is yet another symptom 
shown by cocaine addicts when the great 
‘truth’ they seek to impart is rejected by those 
around them. 

Unable to obtain the acceptance he so much 
desired, Freud was heard to mumble on about 
‘anti-semitism’ being the real cause of his 
problems. This notion really is laughable 
considering the phenominally dsproportion- 
ate number of Jews in all the top professions 
in Austria in his time. 

The legacy of Freud is flourishing today 
with increasing numbers of people, at least 
those wealthy enough to pay the big fees 
charged by ‘Freudian’ psychiatrists. These 
practitioners continue with their methods — 
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ALL IN DEFENCE OF SANCTITY 


KEITH G. CATMUR sheds new light on the AIDS issue 


THE MODERN TRUNCATING of the 
languages of all nations has now produced 
the confusion desired by its originators, 
but I think it may have exceeded their 
expectations or intentions. The present 
publicity of AIDS is a case in point — what 
do those letters stand for and what is the 
intention behind their use, other than to 
create fear and the consequential 
‘remedies’ by more bureaucratic control of 
our minds and bodies? 

Let us look at the many meanings of ‘aid’, 
plural or singular:- 

(1) AID means help. 

(2) First AID means immediate attention to an 
accident. 

(3) A cry for AID is a cry for help. 

(4) AIDS also means a collection of methods 
of giving aid. ! 

The current ‘AIDS’, however, is some- 
thing entirely different, and it would be 
interesting to know by what ‘accidental’ 
process the name of that disease was created 
to produce those initials! Could it be that an 
advertising agency was employed by those 
who invented the disease? If so, why? 

I use the word ‘invented’ because never 
before in my long life has a disease been 
promoted so emotively, and yet none of its 
symptoms have been given any publicity seen 
by me or by anyone whom I have asked. 

All the publicity has been directed to create 
fear — the fear of death for the, at present, 
unconceived children of drug-addicted 
females fertilised by diseased males. The 
males are said to become infected as a result 
of unnatural practices to which they were 
allegedly introduced at some time by other 
devotees of the same unnatural practices. The 
fact that the results of such unnatural practices 
may end in early death seems to me to be a 
proper ‘natural’ consequence of such 
unnatural practices, just as death is the natural 
consequence of jumping off a high cliff. A 
well deserved result ordered by nature! 

All ‘unnatural’ practices have their proper 
natural reward, and if unfortunate children 
are born to such diseased parents, nature 
frequently arranges for their early death. 
Sadly, however, ‘scientific doctors’ spend a 
lot of time trying to defeat the natural process 
— all in the misguided belief that they know 
better than ‘nature’. . 

In The Times of 21st January 1987, Hugh 
Montefiore, Anglican Bishop of Birming- 
ham, says in paragraph 5 of his article “Let not 
the constable judge’:- 

.‘‘Certainly the gross homosexual promiscuity 

which helped initially to cause the AIDS 

epidemic deserves strong condemnation (as does 
also heterosexual promiscuity). But it is quite 
wrong to ascribe AIDS to the wrath of God, 


unless wrath is understood impersonally as the 
result of flouting the natural law.’’ 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to ON 
TARGET, 26 Meadow Lane, Sudbury, Suffolk 
CO10 6TD. 


If the homosexual act is not against natural 
law, what is?! Would the Bishop kindly 
inform us? Admittedly I have quoted the 
paragraph ‘out of context’ but when read 
within that context its falsity is much greater 
— quite indicative of an addled mind, which 
is perhaps the reason why the writer gave up 
the Jewish faith in favour of his current 
Church of England faith — which is equally 
non-christian, as exemplified by the Bishop 
and also the Archbishop of Canterbury. 

Certainly all sinners must be forgiven 
many times when they desire to be healed; 
yes, seventy times seven if necessary, but if 
they finally refuse to accept healing at the 
hand of God then they must die and hopefully 
obtain peace, if deserved, in the hereafter. 

The deliberate ‘fear campaign’ over AIDS 
is similar in its purpose and origin to all such 
campaigns in the past: control of individuals. 

Before the Second World War, a ‘gas’ 
attack was promised, and every man, woman 
and child was given a gas mask and was 
‘advised’ to carry it everywhere! Certain 
people were compelled by regulation to carry 
them — but they all ended up in the dustbins. 
I do not know whether such publicity stunts 
were used in Germany, France and the other 
countries involved, but it is interesting to note 
that the present campaign over AIDS is 
worldwide, and simultaneously so, and 
appears to have started in 1981. 


MORE PEOPLE BECOMING LESS 
TRUSTING OF ‘ADVISERS’ 


All the ‘nuclear’ propaganda to which we 


have been subjected has failed to produce a - 


fear-ridden world, despite constant efforts. 
All the ‘polio’ and other epidemics. propa- 
ganda have also failed to defeat an individ- 
ual’s inherent faith and wisdom and belief in 
survival. Large numbers of people are, 
happily, becoming less trusting of their so- 
called ‘professional advisers’ in all fields, 
because they have acted on the advice given 
and have suffered thereby. That is why the 
current AIDS propaganda is directed at the 
young people of today, who have to contend 
with the problems arising from conscious 
destruction of natural standards, by offering 
them advice on the misuse of their sexual 
function, i.e. how to prevent conception! And 
their sexual desires are artificially increased 
by supplying them with ‘stimulating’ food 
and drink (not necessarily alcoholic) but all 
containing stimulants of sexual function. To 
this is added continual sex education in 
schools with the sole purpose of encouraging 


sexual acts between children to counteract the 
‘natural’ development and inherent ‘natural’ 
ignorance of children. 

This process started round about the 1914- 
18 War, if not before, when certain ‘scien- 
tists’ decided that populations were too big 
and caused ‘unemployment’. 

Slowly but surely, birth control became the 
fashion and became advocated even by high 
church men, who presumed that they knew 
better than God! So much so that as recently 
as the 15th December of last year I heard the 
Bishop of Birmingham on Radio 4 announce 
that condoms were available free on the 
National Health Service — all of course in aid 
of controlling the spread of AIDS! Whether 
he knew it or not, the Bishop was advocating 
sexual function as entertainment rather than 
as a function of procreation — which is its 
only proper function. 

It is of course the misuse of that God-given 
function that lies at the core of sexual 
problems. But that misuse has_ been 
encouraged by all political parties because of 
their obsession with the unemployment 
problem and their complete disregard of the 
munificence of our Creator, who has 
provided all the necessities for the survival of 
healthy animals, whether human or other- 
wise. 

That the present AIDS propaganda has an 
ulterior motive is quite clear, therefore, and I 
could give instance after instance to show that 
this is so. That, however, would defeat my 
purpose, which is to alert the reader to the 
necessity of investigating this matter him- or 
herself. That will protect the reader from 
having to defend me against those who will 
criticise my views as being false, unfounded 
or exaggerated! 


CHALLENGE THE INFORMATION 
BEING PUBLICISED 


I ask you to challenge all the information 
now being publicised at your expense as a tax- 
payer; put the advertisers at risk — demand 
proofs — not statistics — which you can 
check yourself. Don’t take no for an answer. 
Reject the implication of all propaganda that 
you as an individual are at risk, because all the 
propaganda implies that you are one of the 
small, indeed minute, minority of homo- 
sexuals, lesbians or drug-addicts who are. 
being blamed for originating ‘AIDS’. 

In no sense do I consider their behaviour 
proper, natural or desirable, but they have not 
promoted the present campaign against the 
disease of which they are said to be the cause. 

The question is: who has promoted it — 
and why? - 

There is a lot of evidence that AIDS is a by- 
product of experiments in germ and chemical 
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(Contd. from prev. page) 


warfare. If that is correct, then it is man-made 
and its invention and manufacture for the 
purpose of destruction under the guise of 
defence is very likely for the symptoms to be 
either unknown or unpublishable. 

It has recently been announced that £20 
million is to be spent now to protect us froma 
disease which is at present confined to 600 
people in this country. 

In the same week as the news of this was 
published, it was also ‘noticed’ in The Daily 
Telegraph on 15th December 1986 that 2,170 
people died in 1985 from asthma and that a 
whole £100,000 had been allocated to 
_ fesearch into this killer disease, which 
already affects one child in every ten. And 
that sum is being divided between Edinburgh, 
Cardiff, London and Nottingham. The vast 
difference in the financial cost of £20 million 
of saving the lives of 600 AIDS sufferers and 
the minuscule £100,000 devoted to saving the 
lives of more than 2,000 asthma sufferers 
needs a lot of explanation, doesn’t it? 

It was suggested by Paul Foot on Any 
Questions radio programme on the 9th 
January that the cause of AIDS might origin- 


ate from a germ warfare experimental factory 
and he was criticised by a writer to Any 
Answers (the follow-up programme to Any 


Questions) on the grounds that the: only , 


evidence was circumstantial. Of course all 
the evidence of such a leak can only be 
circumstantial because such factories are 
covered by the Official Secrets Acts! But the 
evidence of government involvement is 
increased by the government’s recent actions 
directed to containing the spread of the 
disease. 


TAKE ACTION FOR A 
FULL DISCLOSURE 


You should take action in the political field 
to force a full disclosure of the cause and the 
early and continuing symptoms of the AIDS 
disease. 

You are compelled to notify of certain 
diseases when they are contracted by you or 
your children. I suggest that you take action to 
compel the government to notify you at once 
of all the symptoms of the disease and the true 
source of its origin and cause. 

AIDS can also stand for Artificial 
Insemination by Donors. This yet again is a 
gross interference with the natural fertilisat- 
ion process, and the implications of it are 
many and should be investigated by you, 


because all interference with natural funct- 
ioning of the body is wrong in principle on the 
very strong ground that a truly healthy body 
functions correctly if and when it is allowed to 
do so. ‘Natural’ death should not be 
prevented and in my view cannot be 
prevented. Death, however, is frequently 
caused by efforts to prevent its occurence. 
The question of diagnosis is of course of 
some importance when considering ‘official’ 
statements. It should be remembered that, 


‘according to the famous diagnostic clinic in 


America, the Mayo Clinic, 50 per-cent of the 
diagnoses made by its own staff are proved to 
be incorrect upon autopsy carried out after 
death. That statement was issued some years 
ago, but my guess is that ‘mistakes’ are more 
frequent now! 

Think on these things, and remember that 
the power that desires to continue to control 
you is conscious, and is in control through its 
control of money and the political parties of 
all denominations. The only remedy lies in 
your own hands, eyes and mind. 

“*‘Whatever is only almost true is quite false, and 
among the most dangerous of errors, because, 
being so near the truth, it is more likely to lead 
“*Precise knowledge is the only true knowledge 
and he who does not teach exactly does not teach 
at all.”’ 

H.W. BEECHER 


UNITE — FOR OUR FUTURE! 


An appeal by ROLAND HODGKINSON 


NATIONALISM is not just a form of’ 
politics but more really an ideal that, when 
brought to realisation, can place it far 
above today’s larger political parties and 
our present disastrous system of govern- 
ment. To reach this height of realisation, 
which is indeed. our only hope for the 
future, we must recognise and fulfil the two 
most important aims of nationalism: unity 
and identity. 


UNITY 


As we watch our once great nation being 
divided and destroyed in the name of multi- 
racialism and liberalism, we can see the very 
proof of the need for unity among national- 
ists. Yet nationalists remain divided into 
separate groups, all working towards the 
same end but often hindering each other along 
the way. Surely one of our most important 
tasks now and for the future must be to come 
together, to work together, to pool our 
resources and show all who watch that we are 
one in our struggle. . 

If today’s self-destructive society should 
collapse before we have found our unity, then 

_ we nationalists could suffer a setback that will 
cost us most dear. 

‘One of the arguments that hinder our unity 

is that one group or another will lose its name. 
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Might I suggest that if we do not secure our 
future soon by uniting forces we will alll stand 
to lose our names, and indeed our country. On 
the other hand, if we secure that future by 
united action, then we can ensure that a true 
history of our nationalist movement will be 
written enabling all names, past and present, 
to be properly honoured. 


IDENTITY 


While many of our people have been brow- 
beaten into being ashamed of their true 
identity, in times of increasing troubles they 
will look deeper into themselves for an 
answer to these troubles. They will recognise 
their natural identity and birthright: race and 
nation; and as long as we can show them that 
we are strong and united, ready to take up the 
challenge for a better future for our people, 
many will see that they must turn to us. We 
could well find ourselves going from strength 
to strength when we have found our unity, 
and through it enabled our people to recognise 
the need to find their identity. 


IMAGE 


I have left this till last as I feel that without 
unity and identity ‘image’ is of little import- 


ance. On a personal level, I feel that the name 
‘British National Party’ expresses what we 
are, and the motto ‘For Race and Nation’ 
expresses exactly what we stand for. This, 
with the factors of unity and identity, produce 
an image that in these troubled times cannot 
and will not be ignored. 

In this regard I am not as biased as readers 
may think because I have been a passive 
nationalist for many years and it is only this 
year that I have joined the British, National 
Party and become active in my support. I feel 
our name is right, our policies are right and 
the time is right for other groups to unite with 
us in the fight for our common future. 

I feel strongly loyal to our party and realise 
the problems this may cause when we are 
talking of unity, but our first loyalty is to race 
and nation, our future and our Srey S 
future. 

To long-standing members of all groups, I 
would make the plea to recognise the 
problems disunity, different names and i image 
cause to people who might be looking to join 
or support us in our fight. Until recently it was 
a problem for me. 

I do not hesitate to recognise that different 
factions will be able to argue for different 
names, but I am convinced we must all agree 
that the need for unity and progress forward 
overrides all. 


SPANISH JOURNEY 


A report by JOHN PEACOCK 


SHORTLY before I left home on the first 
leg of my journey to Barcelona, which took 
me down to Dover for an afternoon sailing 
to Calais and as far as Paris, I was 
informed that the very next day in the 
French capital an organisation called ‘SOS 
Racisme’ was to hold a ‘carnival’ to 
demonstrate its opposition to the racial 
policies of the ‘Front National’, France’s 
nearest equivalent to our party in Britain. 
Such is the measure of these opponents’ 
intense hatred of the 35 FN members of the 
French National Assembly and contempt 
for the French people whose votes made 
this position possible! 

All the virulent opponents of white nation- 
alism in France have agreed to consolidate 
efforts in a ‘“‘war against racism and 
fascism.’’ Taking part were the Communists, 
Socialists, “French-Jewish Nationalists (sic!) 
and the Union of Jewish Students, all forming 
an alliance with SOS Racisme. 

Time out in Paris on the long journey down 
to Spain was most welcome, and an evening 
stroll by the banks of the Seine was especially 
pleasing. The Cathedral of Notre Dame and 
the Ile de la Cite both had the effect of stimu- 
lating my thoughts of a much earlier age, an 
age when aristocracy and racial homogeneity 
combined to produce such outstanding archi- 
tectural works. It is certain that most truly 
great artistic design dates back to times when 
creativity was positively encouraged and 
before ‘liberalsm’ took hold in France. 
Unfortunately, in today’s ‘liberal-demo- 
cratic’ and heterogeneous age those respons- 
ible for architectural design seem obsessed by 
what was once described as the- ‘stack-a- 
prole’ syndrome. Today’s ‘artists’ and 
‘designers’ seem to have acquired a psychol- 
ogical tendency to sacrifice their talents on 
the altar of Mammon. It was my thought that, 
for the sake of sanity and progress, the 
success of the Front National in France must 
signal the beginning of nationalist successes 
everywhere and the defeat of the kind of 
Spiritual forces that have led to the disfigure- 
ment of the great cities of the Western World. 


NATIONALISM WEAK IN 
POORER AREAS 


When I eventually arrived at my destinat- 
ion in Spain it was obvious that the election 
campaign was in full swing. As I walked 
through narrow backstreets and alleyways 
characteristic of the poorer districts of 
Spanish towns and cities, there was an almost 
total absence of nationalist political propa- 
ganda, only a great preponderance of 
Communist and Socialist Party bunting, fly- 
posters and leaflets. Only in what was clearly 
a more prosperous district of Barcelona, with 


attractively designed buildings, wide boule- 


vards lined with trees and pleasant park areas, 


did I find nationalist and rightist political 
promotional material. 

In fact the only nationalist standing was the 
ERC, standing for devolution for Catalonia. 
In any event it seemed apparent that the 
various political parties tended towards the 
class mentality. This brought to mind a 
comment by the Editor of El Pais: ‘‘What has 
happened here since Franco died is what 
happened in Europe after World War II: anew 
political class has been created. The Social- 
ists should be the dominant party for a gener- 
ation.”” 


WHEEL TURNED FULL CIRCLE 


These things led me to reflect that the very 
factors leading to the Spanish Civil War were 
again being brought into play. It was half a 
century ago that the Popular Front, an unholy 
alliance of Liberals’ Socialists and Commun- 
ists, failed to produce the much promised 
utopian social and economic benefits — 
equality, emancipation, improved education 
and modernisation. It also failed to establish 
and maintain order, and, just as the ‘establish- 
ment’ of today blames world economic trends 
for its failures, the Popular Front blamed the 
world economic crisis of its time. Thus in July 
1936 began the bloody Spanish Civil War. 

As we know, the war was won by the 
Generals under Franco and resulted in the 
latter becoming Head of State. The Falange 
was amalgamated with the Spanish Monarch- 
ists in a State Union Party, and the new 
government was successful in putting an end 
to misgovernment and corruption. 


Since the death of Generalissimo Franco, | 


Spain has again taken the road leading to 
anarchy, the ‘breakdown of order and 
increased crime and violence, and this time a 
growing racial problem has appeared which is 
certain to accelerate now that Spain has joined 
the European Community. 

In Barcelona I was to meet some of the 
members of CEDADE, a nationalist organis- 
ation. On the day I arrived early and decided 
to walk to the movement’s headquarters 
building via the Carrer de Mont Cada, where 
various museums and art galleries are 
located. Moving from one gallery to another 
and one exhibition to another, I was struck by 
the thought that the artistic creativeness of the 
great masters of the Gothic, Renaissance and 
Baroque periods contrasted markedly with 
the Surrealistic, Abstract, Pop and Action 
styles of today’s ‘artists’. Just as I was reflect- 
ing on the claim by the Spanish Government 
that Goya’s Marquesa de Santa Cruz was taken 
out of the country ‘‘in violation of export 
laws’’ and wondering how, in his position of 
court painter, Goya managed to get away with 


his no-nonsense style so obviously critical of 
Spanish Royalty, I was suddenly and 
unexpectedly aware of the most beautiful 
singing voice of a young Spanish lady opera 
singer drifting along the narrow streets, 
holding captive and spellbound a mainly 
young audience. I too was enthralled by her 
magical performance and found myself 
contrasting the works of the world’s great 
composers of the past with today’s tasteless, 
styleless, primitive one-day wonders being 
used to promote left-wing political propa- 
ganda. 

One exhibition I positively chose not to 
visit was the ‘Exhibition of India’, for I had 
not travelled to Spain in order to experience 
what was commonplace.in.many parts of my 
own hometown of Leicester! 

It was a very great pleasure to meet leading 
members of CEDADE. The organisation was 
established in 1965 to prevent Spain becom- 
ing yet another victim of the liberal sickness 
sweeping through the rest of Western Europe. 
I was especially pleased this time to make the 
acquaintance of the President of the organis- 
ation, Pedro Varela. After the formal intro- 
ductions, we discussed the position of nation- 
alism in our respective countries and the 
future of individual nations within Europe. 
CEDADE sees European Whites united by a 
mission. The nationalism of those within the 
nation states of Europe should, in its view, be 
extended to a European ideal based on racial 
homogeneity. In CEDADE’s concept, 
European Nationalism does not mean renun- 
ciation of the nationalisms of the peoples 
which constitute the white race, but a contin- 
uation of them. 


SELLING THE FUTURE 


I commented that, now that Spain is a 
member of the ‘European Club’, some 
Spaniards might feel marginally better off but 
in reality would be selling the future for the 
material benefits of today. On the subject of 
‘democracy’, we agreed that it is a totally 
ruinous system which claims to allow greater 
freedoms to the people but, paradoxically, 
denies certain basic rights and freedoms. It 
was interesting to know that during the 
election campaign CEDADE distributed 
posters and other material appealing to those 
who do not agree with ‘democracy’ to boycott 
the polls. Despite promises from the 
country’s Socialists that under them it would 
enjoy greater prosperity , higher employment, 
socialist equality for all, and so on, 
unemployment has in fact risen since 1977 
from 5.3 per-cent to 20 per-cent! IN addition 
to this, there has been a noticeable breakdown 
in family life, increasing violence and drug- 
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abuse and beggars on city streets. It has 
indeed been sad to observe the decline of 
Spain since Franco’s death. 

Much of what has gone wrong in Spain is 
only too familiar to us in Britain. According 
to Norman Stone, Professor of Modern 
History at Oxford, ‘‘Spain, having taken her 


usual complicated bloody route, now seems 


_ to be realising the ambition of her reforming 


intelligentsia since the 1630s: to be as 
European as Holland.’’ It would be a gross 
error on the part of Spain to regard the 
Holland of today as a model of the European 
ideal of over 300 years ago. It is a fact that the 
Netherlands has experienced a process of 
degeneration which is very sad in view of the 
friendlness of the Dutch people. The corrupt 
‘democratic’ politicians of that country have 
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extended to the world the ‘open-door’ policy 
with which we in Britain are well familiar. 
Indeed the very last thing that Spain needs is a 
dose of the same ‘liberal’ poison. 

During my brief but enjoyable visit to 
CEDADE I was treated with great kindness 
and hospitality. As I left for my train, I 
conveyed my personal best wishes for a 
Nationalist Spain. I also conveyed greetings 
on behalf of my friends in the British National 


Party and the League of St. George. eae? 


LET’S SPEAK ENGLISH! 


Nationalism, argues JACK TAYLOR, should include using 
the language of our forefathers 


THE FRENCH, we are told, are in a state 
of some considerable concern over the 
current intrusion of English words into 
their language, such as ‘shopping’, ‘shirt- 
maker’ and ‘weekend’. This concern has 
reached a point at which a leading public 
institution, the Academie Francaise, has 
taken a hand and launched a campaign to 
protect the language against such alien 
imports. 

To which I say: good for the French! One 
may like their language or dislike it, but at 
least it is theirs. That such an important body 
as the AF should have such an attitude is an 
indication of a healthy nationalism that, 
sadly, seems to be wholly lacking in 
academic and intellectual circles in our own 
country. On the contrary, it seems to be our 
fashion to congratulate ourselves on the 
cosmopolitan flavour of English, which 
started taking in French words by the bucket- 
load as long ago as the time of the Norman 
Conquest and has not stopped since. In addit- 
ion, we have been only too eager to import 
terms of Latin and Greek origin over the same 
period — to the point at which our language is 
unrecognisable as the one brought over by the 
Saxon settlers who originally provided it. 

I am one of those, at the moment seemingly 
in a minority, who happen to regard this as a 
bad thing. I believe that what is needed in 
Britain is a movement for language purificat- 
ion similar to that existing over the Channel, 
and in this article I hope to make a small 
contribution to this idea with a few notes of 
guidance to those interested. 


PROCESS MUST BE GRADUAL 


Let this be understood at the start: such a 
process as that advocated here can only really 
become properly effective when all the 
resources of state education, as well as 
private, are devoted to bringing it about. It 
will avail us little now to set up an alternative 
form of English and to start communicating in 
it as if it were the established norm. It is also a 
fact that the transformation would have to 
come about gradually; it cannot occur 
overnight, but must proceed at a speed that 
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allows people to become accustomed to it. It 
will be noted, therefore, that I make no 
attempt in this article to write in the idiom I 
am advocating for the future, except where it 
is necessary to furnish examples of what can 
be done. I want the reader to follow my trend, 
so I am using the terminology to which he or 
she will be most accustomed — in other 
words, I am practising, for convenience, 
other than what I preach! 

The British Nation is compounded mainly 
of Anglo-Saxon, Norse and Celtic stocks, 
with very little Latin influence in its ethnic 
make-up; even the Normans, we must 
remember, were a Nordic people who had 
only adopted the French language quite a 
short time before they brought it here in the 
wake of William I. 


LANGUAGE AND RACE 


Our language should reflect our racial 
origins. Indeed there would be no harm if in 
this there were considerable resort to Celtic 
words, as the Celtic element has played a very 
large part in our development and provided us 
with many of our finest people. We might, for 
instance, use the Scottish word ‘Ben’ in 
preference to the Latin word ‘mountain’ or 
the common Celtic word ‘avon’ instead of the 
Latin word ‘river’. 

It is not to be expected that Latin, Greek or 
French words will be ever be entirely 
excluded from the English vocabulary. Such 
words are in use in the other North European 
languages (German, Dutch, Swedish, etc.) 
but to a much lesser degree than in English. If 
the foreign element in our own tongue could 
be reduced to a level commensurate with that 
in these languages, that would be a step in the 
right direction. 

In the case of the many non-English words 
we use, there is in most cases a ready-made 
English equivalent. Some of these are in fact 
in quite common usage and no great 
adjusment would be involved in our getting 
accustomed to incorporating it in our 
everyday speech; this could be done immed- 
iately without what we say or write seeming 
in any way strange or outlandish. I have just 


used the word ‘immediately’ but that is in fact 
a Franco-Latin word. The English word is 
‘straightaway’. Why not drop ‘immediately’ 
and start saying ‘straightaway’? 

Likewise, I just used the word ‘outlandish’ 
along with a synonymous word ‘strange’. The 
first is foreign — in fact means ‘foreign’ — 
while the latter is not. ‘Outlandish’ (in 
German auslandisch) comes from our own 
Saxon roots. What is wrong with making it 
the norm? 

We use the words ‘begin’ and ‘commence’ 
interchangeably, as if either will do. We 
should not do; the first is English, while the 
second is not. Let us drop ‘commence’ and 
say ‘begin’ at all times. 

It is interesting here that the proper English 
word ‘begin’ is in fact the most widely used 
word of the two amongst ordinary people in 
everyday speech. ‘Commence’ comes into 
greater usage in those fields where the 
speaker or writer likes to sound more 
‘sophisticated’ — just once instance of many 
where natural folk-ways are rejected among 
those who like to make pretensions to 
‘intellect’ and ‘refinement’. 

I could give a long list of similar examples 
but just a few will have to do here. We should 
say ‘enough’ and not ‘sufficient’; ‘likeness’ 
and not ‘similarity’; ‘warning’ and not 
‘caution’; ‘forbid’ and not ‘prohibit’; ‘token’ 
and not ‘sign’; ‘ring’ and not ‘circle’; ‘home’ 
and not ‘domicile’; ‘build’ and not ‘construct’ 
or ‘erect’; ‘room’ and not ‘space’; ‘under- 
taking’ and not ‘operation’; ‘wood’ and not 
‘forest’; ‘freedom’ and not ‘liberty’. 

Then there are further examples where we 
are accustomed more often than not to use the 
foreign word in preference to the English, in 
some cases because we are not even aware 
that such an English word exists, but where 
the word is available if we want it, such as 
*gainsay’ instead of ‘contradict’; ‘forestall’ 
instead of ‘prevent’; ‘anent’ instead of 
‘regarding’ or ‘in respect of’; ‘ground’ 
instead of ‘reason’; ‘might’ instead of 
‘power’; ‘folk’ instead of ‘people’; ‘sheer’ 
instead of ‘pure’; ‘tongue’ or ‘speech’ instead 
of ‘language’; ‘foretell* instead of ‘predict’. 

Contd. on page 20 
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SIR: The recent by-election, where the BNP 
and NF vied unsuccessfully with a ‘loony’ 
party at the bottom of the poll, underlines the 
parlous state of the nationalist movement in 
Britain today; and this occurring at a time 
when in every significant respect this once 
proud country is almost bottom of the league 
in Europe and has now been overtaken in 
GNP even by Italy and communist East 
Germany; at a time when we are constantly 
under threat of the horrific immigrant riots of 
recent years with arson and looting culminat- 
ing in the injury and slaughter of our police; at 
a time when even this government still allows 
the entry of over 50,000 immigrants a year 
while simultaneously presiding over a dire 
housing shortage and at least 4 million real 
unemployed; and at a time also when the 
French National Front achieved an approx- 
imate 10 per-cent vote in the last elections and 
now have a number of parliamentary seats — 
in a country with less immigrant, economic 
and unemployment problems than we have. 

One might well ask: if the nationalist 
parties in Britain cannot under present condit- 
ions achieve even the prospect of a decade 
ago, what hope have they of ever influencing 
political events in any material way, let alone 
achieving power. 

The main reason for this tragic situation is 
of course the lack of unity and I am aware that 
the BNP’s attempts to overcome this have met 
with rebuffs from the NF. Is it not time, 
however, that these two parties finally sink 
their differences for the common good — 
because time is running out. 

In South Africa the genuine nationalist 
parties are also at loggerheads and will 
probably give the ruling party a free run in the 
forthcoming elections. At a recent political 
meeting stickers appeared which admonished 
them: *‘Stop this nonsense — get together!’’ 
Such a slogan might aptly be directed at the 
BNP and NF in Britain. 

a J.M. TAYLOR 
London W.11 


SIR: I was appalled to read recently that a 
magistrate at Lewisham sentenced two young 
BNP members each to pay £100 in fines and 


£50 in costs for putting up stickers saying. 


‘Love the White Race’ and stating that this 
was ‘‘a most offensive remark.”’ 
This incident is just one more brick in the 


wall that is being built between nationalism 
and the foul and dishonest system known as 
‘liberal-democracy’, which people :n this 
country are led to believe is fair, free and just, 
but is just humbug, lies and deceit. 

A project I am working on — and I invite 
other nationalists in their respective areas to 
do the same — is to compile a list of the 
traitors to the British people responsible for 
acts such as these — people who are working 
for the system that is destroying both race and 
nation. They must know what they are about, 
and they should one day be brought to 
account, given a trial and, if found guilty, 
given the punishment treason has always 


a 
et busy and note names in your areas, 


fellow nationalists. They must all be brought 
to stein one day! 
en rani 2 yarn Es 
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SIR: With reference to the article by Noel 
Hunt calling for a qualified franchise, I would 
find it abhorrent if our voting rights were 
based on personal wealth, and so I suspect 
would most nationalists. After all, is not our 
aim to unite the country instead of divide it? 
The problems of Britain cannot be heaped 
upon the voter. Instead it has been the ruling 
classes that have been struck down by the 
cancers of liberalism and internationalism. 
If our movement is to succeed it must rise 
above this divisive class warfare, whether it is 
practised by loony left councils such as Brent 
or far right Tories such as Mr. Hunt. 
D. KEANE 
Coventry 


SIR: I read with horror, but not total surprise, 
that a Catford (South London) headmaster has 
banned the Union Jack ‘‘because it is racist.’’ 
It is people like him who try to make the 
natural love of one’s country, and pride in 
being British, into something abnormal. No 
wonder, if this kind of twisted thinking is 


being taught, there is so much indiscipline 
and lack of moral fibre among some of our 
youngsters today. 

I read that the headmaster in question is 
leaving the teaching profession to become a 
vicar, so he will be quite at home among the 
drop-outs, deviants and dangerous deceivers 
who have infiltrated whole sections of the 
church in this country. But what can one say 
about his ecclesiastic superiors who have 
accepted him? I know what the Bible says: 
‘*By their fruits ye shall know them.”’ 

J. LESTER 
Poole, Dorset\ / 


SIR: I read your article ‘Where do we go from 
Grenwich?’ and thought it was first class. I 
would like to make one point though. You 
seem to be speaking in the article mainly 
about parliamentary elections, but for a party 
of our size I reckon we should do the utmost to 
fight council elections, especially parish 
council ones. It wouldn’t cost a lot because 
some parishes are very small, and a lot of 
parish councillors don’t even have anyone 
standing against them. We could often have a 
straight fight with the Tories, Labour or the 
Alliance which would make good 
publicity even if we didn’t win. We might 
even find a seat where no-one is standing, like 
the Loony Party has. 

I know this would take time and some of 
the resources away from the major towns, but 
I reckon it would be worth it. And if we 
gained a few parish councillors it would help 
us win the credibility to give us a better 
chance in parliamentary seats later. 


J.E. TIMMS.” 


Ipswich, Suffolk 


SIR: I see that Mrs. Thatcher intends to bring 
in another 1,000 ‘boat people’. So much for 
the immigration ‘controls’ we were all 
promised at the 1979 general election! / 
G.L. MORTON (M#s) 

Carlisle, Cumbria 
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THE COLD WAR 


(Contd. from page 5) 


concept of our defence needs would be too 
narrow and in fact inadequate? 


A. Certainly that is a possible contingency, 
and if it came to pass we would indeed be 
obliged to see our defence within a European, 
rather than a purely national, framework. The 
contingency, however, would depend very 
much how widespread throughowt Europe 
was the movement of resistance to the US/ 
Soviet combination. We must remember that 
the European nations are today controlled, by 
and large, by the very same forces that control 
America and in part control Russia. It would 
therefore be dangerous to assume that all of 
these nations would automatically be on our 
side in the type of conflict you have in mind 
— they were not in World War II and they 
may not be in a future war. Our system of 
mutual defence would extend just as far as 
compatible politial aims among European 
nations extended. We cannot at this stage 
forsee how far this would be, and we cannot 
therefore lay down a blueprint for mutual 
defence based upon it. 

Indeed it is quite feasible that before a 
situation occurred in which the United States 
and the Soviets felt the need to act together 
against Europe a dramatic political change, 
and a complete alteration of power, could 
occur within the United States, throwing the 
present designs of the one-world planners out 
of gear completely. We must not forget that 
there are at least as many people in the United 
States who are our potential friends as there 
are in Europe. In the contingency which I 


BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 25pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 
THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and schol- 
arly account of what race means and how the concept has 
ected human thinking. A specialist book but one of 
great importance, 1974, 625pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 


GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 5p 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational _ 


scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 


and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This topical and fact- _ 


ual study makes it plain that we are not simply confronted 
with odd teachers here and there abusing their positions 
but a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 
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have just described, the British interest would 
dictate that America would be our ally rather 
than our adversary, while it could well be that 
certain nations in Europe — however much 
we may regret the fact — might make 
themselves our adversaries. 
__ This makes the need for a national defens- 
ive system the only certainty. We need to plan 
to make Britain’s armed forces as strong as 
possible and as self-sufficient as possible in 
respect of their sources of supply. With what 
powers, if any, they would be allied in a 
future conflict is something that simply 
cannot be predicted with assurance at this 
time; and indeed we must not exclude the 
possibility that, as in the Falklands conflict, 
Britain would have to act entirely alone. 
What future international defensive align- 
ments will occur will depend wholly on what 
future political developments take place 
across the world, and these cannot possibly be 
anticipated with any caste-iron certainty 
today or at any other time. As I have said, the 
only certainty is the need for the defence of 
Britain and her specifically national 
interests around the world, such as occurred 
in 1982. 


Q. In what contingency do you think it 
most likely that Britain would be under 
armed threat? 


A. In the event of our undergoing a political 
change in which we would elect a truly 
patriotic government that would assert British 
independence in world affairs. It would then 
be important that we should not, as did 
Germany, provide our adversaries with a 
pretext for war. We should, however, be 
ready to fight on our own if war came. 


This is an up-to-date list of books stocked by our 
service. It excludes a number of works on the 
racial question which have (we hope temporarily) 
been withdrawn from circulation pending exam- 
ination and enquiries concerning their liability to 
be the subject of prosecutions under the 1986 
Public Order Act. The prices listed here do not 
include postage, which should be assessed by 
calculating one-eighth the total value of each 
order. Money should be enclosed with orders and 
all cheques and postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service ONLY and not 


included in remittances sent for other items. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational expos- 
ure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 1982, 


, 904pp. 
_TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kittle Little) 


. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 


_ Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 


by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 

purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 

1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 

Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 

seas effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
p. 


FREUD AND HIS 
PUTRID LEGACY 


(Contd. from page 10) 


at best worthless and at worst positively 
harmful — with one thing that was denied to 
Freud himself: complete respectability. 

Freudianism, with ever increasing success, 
has been instrumental in overthrowing our 
morality and values. Neo-Freudians now call 
for ‘theraputic adultery’ (wife-swapping), the 
teaching of sex to infants with none of the 
perversions excluded, and exposing the 
young to pornography so as to prevent them 
developing any ‘prejudices’. All these things 
and more are being used to destroy the fabric 
of our society. Only the victory of our 
movement will provide the assurance that that 
destruction will not come about. 


SHOULD WE GRASP THE 


NETTLE? 
(Contd. from page 7) 


which intrudes into that debate so obvioulsy 
and repeatedly that there simply is no way of 
ignoring it. The subject must be confronted 
fairly and squarely, and dealt with without 
fear, without fudging and without apology. 
This does not require that we give a stiff right- 
armed salute with every pronouncement we 
make on current issues; but it certainly does 
require that we refrain from running so fast 
and so far in the opposite direction that we 
destroy all our credibility for honest argument 
and forfeit our respect as men. 

Fa 
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THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

¥.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN | 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191 pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 
THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
es . A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
iblical times, packed with little-known and long-supp- 
ressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00. One of the most serious and detailed 
accounts of financial manipulation ever published. From 
the time of the American Revolution to the present, we 
are given names, dates and facts. The material originally 
appeared in the journal American Opinion. 1984, 361 pp. 
THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446. London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 
ional Party fought the 1983 General Election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 42p post-free from: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex- 
plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 
enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is 
with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of 
riot area in flames. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1.000 with postage costs at 
£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Large posters (17.7in. x 25.2in) 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
inred, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
to be filled in that is appropriate to the occasion. Avail- 
able only to accredited BNP regional, branch or group 
Organisers. 

These large-size posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Estim- 
ate postage at weight of 20g for I poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in. x 17.7in.) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1985 riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by: unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
CND are Moscow’s puppets. Don’t be fooled by them. 
Keep Britain’s bomb. Drawing of Soviet Army General 
manipulating nuclear disarmers on puppet strings. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


These posters contain the BNP name and address and 


logo in red, white and blue and are priced: 1-9 at 12p . 


each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p 
each. Postage should be estimated on the basis of one 
poster weighing 10g. 

Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


NEW B.N.P. STICKERS 

New stickers with sloagns:- 

Fight subversion: smash Communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster). 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster). 

Ban imports! (same as poster). 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster). 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster). 


Keep Britain’s bomb! {same as poster). 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster Brit- 
ish! 

Love the white race: protect its future! 


-Abortion is child-murder: make it illegal! 


Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 

Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Price: £4 per 1,000 plus 98p p&p. Orders 
with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 

Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP natignal rally in Lon- 
don on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘*Unite and fight for Britain’s future!”’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 
Side 1: Speeches from the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 

Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on the theme: ‘“The coming 
British Revolution’’. 


Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks-- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ 
en the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of *‘Britain’s economic crisis’’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on the theme of ‘‘The case for Nationalism’’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘*Tragedy of the 20th Cen- 
tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on the theme of *‘Why we must repatriate’’. 
Side 2: Talk on the theme of **Foundations of the national 
community’’ (Discourse on Racial Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). , 
Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 18p pep. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free from PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party shield 
carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 
with the worlds **British National Party — for race and 
nation’ ’. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wail. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL! 1SQ. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 
Containing 9 songs, including Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 


Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man’s Land, Members of . 


the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at 3.50 plus 70p p&p. Copies of lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP red, white 
and blue logo. Available at £4.50 post-free. 


BNP round stickers bearing party logo with name and 
address. 2\4in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected £4 per roll); 2in diameter £4.25 per roll of 500 
(collected £3.85 per roll); 1'2in diameter: £3.25 per roll 
of 500 (collected £2.95 per roll). 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address, 
with slogans:- (1) A new way forward for Britain; (2) 
Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; (3) 
Smash the IRA — keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
patriotic political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
minimum order 500. 

BNP beer mats with party logo, name and address. 
Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 
— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 
leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 


BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 


3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 


A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


Orders with cash to Norwich BNP, PO Box 107, Norwich : 
NR2 2SR. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 

Pens bearing the slogan ‘‘British National Party — for 
race and nation’. Sample for 22p post-free.. 

Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liverpou 
L69 8A). 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy, for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 

Key rings with attachment containing BNP party logo in 
red, white and blue. £1.75 inc. p&p from: PO Box 457, 
London SE20 7QE. 


POPULAR ITEMS 


Prices on this page 


BNP Recordings 


TYNDALL SPEAKS It 


8&NP Recordings 


RALLY ‘82 


; SIDE1 

' Speeches by Charles Parker 
| and Ray Hill 

SIDE 2 

Speech by John Tyndall 


As more unemployment 
rolis off the boats. 


PROTECT BRITISH JOBS 
BAW IMPORTS! 


POBox 446, London SE23 2LS 
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There is now a strong possibility that a general 
election will be called next month! 

If this should happen, it is probable that the 
British National Party will be in a position, if it so 
wishes, to fight 20-25 seats with first class election 
campaigns, including a printed election address 
posted to every home in the constituencies fought. 

it would be thoroughly desirable, however, to 
raise the total number of seats contested to over 50 
— thus qualifying again for broadcasting time. 

Even if, in the remaining seats, no proper 
campaign could be conducted in support of the 
candidates, so long as the candidates could be 
found and the deposits raised, we could still go on 
the air! 

The party can find the candidates. It is just a 
matter of raising the deposits. 

in order to do this, the BNP is appealing to all 
members and supporters to contribute to an 


Election Fund: £15,000 needed! 


sum can be raised, the 50 seats can be fought and 
broadcasting time earned. 

Now is the time, as never before, when the party 
is appealing to all its supporters to make the 
highest sacrifices of which they are capable. In 
order to give ABSOLUTE PRIORITY to the Election 
Fund, the party is not appealing at the moment for 
any further monies for the Headquarters Fund. 
However — and this is important! — should the 
donations received in answer to this emergency 
Election Fund appeal not be sufficient to enabie the 
party to fight the 50 seats, the monies in question 
will be allocated to the Headquarters Fund, which 
will be placed first in order of priority as soon as the 
election is over — thus ensuring that none of the 
money will be wasted. 

Here is a chance for all our supporters really to 
show how high their dedication is. We hope they 
will not fail. All donations should be sent to: BNP, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


THE ABOVE HEADLINE is a cut-out from 
the Bradford Telegraph and Argus, which 
recently carried an excited report of national- 
ist activity in local schools. The only 
incorrect word in the headline is the word 
‘starts’, for the BNP has always made it a 
practice to try to influence young people, 
including those in school. There are some 
who would protest that this is wrong, but the 
BNP disagrees. Schoolchildren, whether we 
like it or not, are today being targetted for a 
heavy dose of politically-loaded propaganda 
by the other parties, and not just the parties of 
the left. Educationalists everywhere, includ- 
ing Tories, are attempting to brainwash child- 
ren with miulti-racialist and ‘anti-racist’ 
attitudes, and the BNP believes it necessary to 
counter this influence at an early age. 

In the Yorkshire area the BNP has been 
especially active in this regard, as it has also 
in Devon and Cornwall. Everywhere its 
activity has provoked an hysterical response 
from opponents, who believe it perfectly right 
for schoolchildren to be indoctrinated with 
their own type of propaganda but wax indig- 
nant when they are exposed to the opposite 
point of view — in the latter case demanding 
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upgraded Election Fund target of £15,000. If this 


BNP starts a 
schools drive 


that those in the classroom who give their co- 
operation to this should be severely “discip- 
lined’. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


plus 37p post 

plus £1.00 post 
plus £1.90 post 
plus £2.35 post 
plus £2.55 post 
plus £2.75 post 
plus £2.95 post 
plus £3.25 post 

‘. ) Bulk rates 
) by Roadline 


10 copies 
25 copies 
50 copies 
100 copies 
150 copies . 
200 copies 
300 copies 
400 copies 
500 copies 
1,000 copies 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British Nat- 
ionalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 


IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time 


‘to time articles and reports which refiect 


‘unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed in 
connection with them, are intended to 
persuade our readers of the failure of 
multti-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British 
Whites and coloured immigrants should 
be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
There are a number of members of racial 
minorities who agree with us in this view, 
and we welcome their co-operation in 
achieving our common goal, which is 
peaceful and humane repatriation or 
‘resettlement of racial minorities in 
countries overseas. 

We are fully aware, when we make refer- . 
ence to anti-social behaviour by racial | 


‘minority members, that there is much 
anti-social behaviour also by native 
Whites, for instance football hooliganism, 
which is a mainly white phenomenon. 
When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 
.occurs, we condemn it as much as we 


Just as we feel it 

point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we aiso maintain it 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 
or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 
their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain’s 
future. 

In conclusion, we urge ali those-who 
feel angered by the results of the multl- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 
upon innocent members of racial 
minorities, but to join with us in taking 


Fighting nationalism on 
Tyneside now a full-time 


job! 


ALL BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
ACTIVISTS in the Tyneside area give their 
services to the BNP in their spare time and for 
no payment. This is not the case, however, 
with those who oppose them. So alarmed 
have the enemies of nationalism in the area 
become at the BNP’s activities that they are 
now advertising for a paid organiser to do 
their work for them. 

The advert was recently placed in a local 
paper by the ‘Tyneside & District Anti- 
Fascist Association’. The advert stated that 
the association was organised ‘‘to counter the 
activities of racists and fascists.’’ The job 
involved a 27-hour working week and 
would be part of a ‘‘job share salary’’ of 
£4,500. 

On the back of the application form which 
the TDAFA has been sending out it says: 
‘‘What are the qualities, experience and 


TYNESIDE‘AND DISTRICT 
ANTI FASCIST ASSOCIATION | 


A broad-based anti-fascist organisation work- 
ing in the Tyne and Wear area.to counter the 
activities of racists: and fascists, require an 


ORGANISER. 


| to work a 27%:hour working week, be wes of 


a job share salary £4,500. 


NEWS 
TO US! 
**Geordies 
are black and 
white,’’ says 
the TDAFA 


special interests that you think can contribute 
to the struggle against Fascism in Tyneside?’ 
To this the BNP sent in a reply which said: “A 
cheat and a liar.’’ 

It should be a matter of interest that the 
Tyneside ‘Anti-Fascists’ who are so often 
claiming to be representatives of the ‘working 
class’ and the ‘underprivileged’ and the 
‘downtrodden’ should be in a position to pay 
someone £4,500 a year to work for them 
opposing the BNP, while the latter (in red 
jargon, ‘tools of the bosses’) should be inno 
position to do so but require all its activists to 
work for nothing! 


FIGHT ‘FASCISTS’ AND 
GET PAID FOR IT! 
Part of the TDAFA’s advert 


TYPESETTER Se eye FUNDS 


We are delighted to announce that our target for the Type- 
setter Fund has at last been met — and this includes an extra sum 


that was 


required to enable us to purchase a new part (which we 


hope to have in operation from next issue). This sudden influx of 


enabling 


us to meet our ta 


is something for which we 


money 
owe a deep debt of gratitude mainly to Mr. EH of London, who has 


been especially generous in his support of the fund. 
Nevertheless, this donor aside, many other 


have 


people 
contributed most generously since we opened the fund nearly 2 


years ago, and to them also we are deeply grateful. 
It is still necessary to pay off a modest sum from out of the 


ordinary fund to the Typesetter Fund, which was borrowed from 
the latter in order to top up the former. However, now that all 
donations can be allocated to the ordinary fund this should not 
be too difficult to accomplish before long. 

Needless to say, contributions to our ordinary fund will 


ple pea belage OF ge received. Please send these to: PO Box 
446, London SE23 


of £10 or over unless —s requested, in which case sea 


or be suai 


pts are normally only sentforsums | 


Help towards 
greater efficiency! 


ONCE AGAIN it is necessary to ask readers 
to remember a rule that we have pointed out 
‘repeatedly. This is that remittances of money 
to Spearhead, the British National Party, 
British Nationalist paper, BNP Recordings and 
the BNP Book Service should be sent separ- 
ately from each other, that is in separate 
cheques or postal orders. When Spearhead 
receives money that is intended for the BNP 
or any of these other enterprises it takes time 
to carry out the book-keeping adjustments 
whereby the money is transferred to the 


-| correct account. 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 


WEST LONDON 
PO Box 33, Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 
SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 
Bromiley 
PO Box 457, -London SE20 7QE 
EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 
DEVON & CORNWALL 
PO Box 75, Plymouth PL] 1SQ 
NORFOLK 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 
EAST MIDLANDS 
‘PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


YORKSHIRE 
PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (W. Mid- 
lands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Bradford, Halifax, Sheffield, 
Wakefield, Hull and Sunderland. If you want to 
make contact with any of these units, or start a 
new unit, please write to Party Head Office at: PO 
Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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LET’S SPEAK ENGLISH! 


(Contd. from page 14) 


One good method of finding one’s way toa 

better understanding of real English is to get 
a grasp of the difference between English and 
foreign prefixes and suffixes to words. For 
instance, we have many Latin words begin- 
ning with the prefix ‘sub-’, which simply 
means ‘under-’. If we can remember this, we 
should without difficulty be able to discover 
the English equivalent of many words of this 
_ kind. To take one example, ‘subscribe’ is 
merely a compound of ‘sub-’ (meaning 
‘under-’) and ‘scribe’ (meaning ‘write’). In 
English, therefore, we have the word ‘under- 
write’, which is in fact used interchangeably 
with ‘subscribe’, though with less frequency 
than the Latin term and usually in a fraction- 
ally different context. If we are donating to a 
charity or paying a fee for regular receipt of a 
periodical journal, we normally say that we 
are ‘subscribing’, but if we are making a 
subsidy to make good the losses of a business 
enterprise, it is normal to say that we are 
‘underwriting’ it. 

This subtle difference may be cited by the 

‘advocates of cosmopolitanism in our 

language as a justification for the inclusion of 
so many foreign words in English, the claim 
being that without such words we are not 
enabled to be so precise. I would reject this, 
however. In the example given, the differ- 
ence in context ought to be quite easy to 
identify by the different wording of the rest of 
the sentence or phrase — for instance, if we 
say that we are ‘underwriting’ a charity or a 
journal, it should be quite obvious that that 
does not mean we are making good their 
losses. In any event, even where greater 
precision is needed, surely we can find within 
the deep well of our own tongue enough 
variety of words to cover it. The Germans and 
other North Europeans do; why should we 
not? 

If we use the same rule, we can find 
English replacements for almost any Latin 
words in the same category, although some 
may take a little getting used to. ‘Submarine’ 
become ‘undersea’ or ‘underwater’. The 
naval vessel of that name becomes ‘undersea- 
boat’ (which is exactly what the Germans call 


Send 25p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 


it: unterseeboot, hence ‘U-boat’). ‘Subtract’ 
becomes ‘underbear’; ‘subordinate’ become 
‘underling’; ‘subsistence’ becomes ‘under- 


living’. 
And it is just the same with ‘super-’, 
meaning ‘over-’. ‘Supervisor’ becomes 


‘overseer’; ‘superstructure’ becomes ‘over- 
building’; ‘supersede’ becomes ‘overtake’. 

The Latin ‘pre-’ has the same meaning as 
the English ‘fore-’. Therefore we have ‘fore- 
boding’ instead of ‘premonition’ or ‘present- 
iment’; ‘forehold’ instead of ‘pretend’; “fore- 
runner’ instead of ‘predecessor’. 

So does the English prefix ‘un-’ correspond 
to the Latin ‘de-’ or “dis-’. With this in mind, 
‘discover’ becomes ‘unearth’ or ‘undeck’; 
‘dismount’ becomes ‘unclimb’. 

In the case of Latin sufixes, such as ‘-ity’, 
‘-ion’, etc., English suffixes can usually be 
found in ‘-hood’, ‘-dom’, ‘-ing’ and so on. 
‘Fraternity’ is ‘brotherhood’; ‘question’ 
could be translated into ‘asking’, ‘exhibition’ 
into ‘outshowing’ — here changing both the 
Latin prefix and suffix into their English 
counterpart. 


IMPORTED WORDS 


Over a huge range of words, we have 
become accustomed to using imported words 
where English words should be able to meet 
our needs. Why do we say ‘aviation’ instead 
of simply ‘flight’? Why ‘port’ instead of 
‘haven’? Why ‘place’ instead of ‘stead’? Why 
‘feminine’ instead of ‘womanly’? Why 
‘vacate’ instead of ‘leave’? Why ‘colour’ 
instead of “hue”? 

When we come to academic subjects, we 
find it is customary to use terms of Latin or 
Greek derivation, such as ‘history’, ‘geog- 
raphy’, ‘biology’, ‘divinity’. We need not. 
The English suffix ‘-lore’ (German ‘-lehre) 
should meet our needs in most cases. 


‘Geography’. could become ‘earthlore’, 
‘biology’ ‘lifelore’, ‘divinity’ ‘godlore’, and 
so on. 


Not that the Germans and other Northern 
European peoples are always truer to their 
own heritage of speech than we are — 
sometimes it is the other way round. The 
Germans use a foreign word ‘spazieren’ where 
we say ‘walk’; they say ‘razieren’ where we 
say ‘shave’. When speaking of how tall a man 


is, they refer to his ‘statur’ while we talk of his 
‘height’. They open the ‘fenster’ while we © 
open the ‘window’. Then there is Afrikaans, 
in: most cases a purer tongue than our own but 
which speaks of ‘blanks’ while we speak of 
‘whites’. Here and there we can show our 
fellow Teutons a thing or two when it comes 
to linguistic nationalism. 

English is a language of enormous richness 
of sound but — and here I am going to stick 
my neck out and be controversial — despite 
rather than because of its cosmopolitan 
flavour. It has sometimes been referred to as a 
language not suited to song. I would agree 
that this is so where the words are heavily 
infiltrated with foreign expressions; where 
songwriters take care to avoid these and stick 
so far as is possible to pure English the 
musical sound of English song is immeasur- 
ably improved. 

It is my conviction that a movement of 
political nationalism must proceed side-by- 
side with one of cultural nationalism. An 
essential part of the latter is a nationalism of 
the language. There is no earthly reason why, 
in a world where so many other nations 
jealously guard their native tongue, we 
British should not do the same. Perhaps 
indeed the word ‘British’ might be the most 
appropriate name for a future version of the 
English language shorn of its Latin, Greek 
and French influences but gladly incorporat- 
ing Celtic ones, which are a vital part of our 


‘interitance. This, at any rate, is a topic for 


discussion among those interested in the idea. 

I hope this little study — for which I am 
sure there are others much more qualified 
than I — will set some people thinking 
seriously. Our creed is about keeping the 
invader out. Why should we not do so in the 
case of his speech just as much as in the case 
of his genes? 


READ 
AUSTRALIA FIRST 


A hard-hitting quarterly journal 
fighting for the nationalist cause 
Includes events from home & abroad 


Rates:- 


Aust $8; NZ $12; Others $15 
PO Box R345, Royal Exchange 
NSW 2000, Australia 


Overseas: Cash preferred or 
add $4 to cheque 


Printed and published by Albion Press, London SE23 2LS 


